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For Zion’s sake will I not hold my Peace, and for Jerusalem's sake I will not rest 
until the Righteousness thereof go forth as brightness and the Salvation thereof as a 


Lamp that Burneth.—Isaiah Ixti: 1. 


NOT A SPENT FORCE. 


“Ts the Anglo-Catholic Movement a Spent 
Force?” This was the title of the editorial in 
The Living Church under date of Jan. 25. With 
apologetic frankness an-affirmative answer was 
given to the question. Our contemporary says: 
“It is being whispered that the Anglo-Catholic 
Inovement is a spent force. Probably that is 
true. The more rapidly a movement. succeeds, 
the more rapidly does it spend its force. Large 
masses of men are never elevated to the high- 
est ideals nor to the wisdom attained by the few 
Hence a movement tends always to become 
shallower as it becomes more widespread. That 
being so, the subsidence of the Catholic move- 
ment is explained, It has subsided because it 
has won.” 

Over a vear age we commented on a similar 
utteranee of the Enelish Church Times. In its 
issue of Nov. 30, 1906, it asked 1 


answered 
the SUN GUE stion as follows: 
HHE ANSWER OF THE CHURCIL TIMES 
The Catholic Movement a spent) foree—is it) so? 
easy to show that all the nineteent! 





Ntiry movements «are spent forces * 
Romanticism, the elder sister of Vractarianism, i 
Spent force witness our new irt and architectur: 


ir literature 1 love 


making But we cannot agai 
be as though poet and pre-Raphaelite had never beet 





the slags of the furnace are a spent force; but while 
they lived with heart of heat flame they forged 
1 Forth Bridge and the tronela Whatever cool 
ine and slackening there mav be, then, in the first love 
md op sion and romance of the Catholic Re vival, it 
] permanently transformed the face of English 
Christianit Without ait. could that Christtanitv. have 





held its greond at all against the disinteg 





ating forces 


Will our Anglo-Catholic readers please pause 
long enough to take in quite fully what the Lon- 
don and Milwaukee champions of the Tracta- 
rian movement are telling us about it. The 
latter paper savs that what is whispered is prob 
ably true, “the \nelo-Catholic movement is a 
spent force.” Tt has become so broad that it 
has grown shallow. “That being so the sub- 
sidence of the Catholic movement is explained.” 

The Church Times likens the movement to 
the slags 


out, are “cooling and slackening.” 


of the furnace which if net fully burnt 


Roth of these papers, by their editorial con- 
fessions, how to the verdict of Canon Tlenson 
and his Uroadehurech associates that the Catho- 
lic movement in the Anglican Church with its 


! 


mediaeval and obscurantist tenden 


reactronars 
cies” has now expended itself 


SoRR OPIEE MODERNISES No “RAD 


THEM. 


svrorRM” 


The best hope that the Church Tones seems to 
he able to offer its readers is that the Catholic 





a 


i 
4 
i 
| 

















awse~ ~ 











46 UT OMNES UNUM SINT 4 


movement is still strong enough to “ahsorb” 
the “ideas of natural development” which the 
Broadchurch “school of theologians are substi- 
tuting for those of supernatural grace and trans- 
form them.” . 

The Living Church concluded its editorial on 





the subject with these not very cheerful senten- | 


ces: 

“If the Catholic movement * is a 
spent force, it is because it has won. The vie- 
tory and the issues of today follow from that 
victory. There are dangers. but they do net 
threaten disruption. It is wholly unthinkable 
that the regeneration of the Church should have 
oceurred without the presence of the Tloly 
Ghost within her; and with that presence, she 
cannot greatly err.” 


LOOKING RACKWARD, 


It seems to us that the leading organs of the | 


have lost their vision, that they are looking 
backward and not forward, and their trumpet 
gives a feeble and uncertain sound 


If they | 


would lead the vounger and rising generation | 


g 
of Anglo-Catholies to the battle of the twen- 
tieth century they must tear the bandages of an- 
ti-papal prejudice from their eves in order to 


sce clearly the pillar of fire by which God wills 


to lead His Anglo-Israel into the full possession | 


of their Catholic inheritance 


STILT AT SCHOOL, 
So far from being a spent force, because it 


has fully rum its course and “seen”: the Catho- 


lic movement is still in the primary department | 


of its edueational progress \nglo-Catholies 


are only just beginning to learn the true history | 


of their own Church. Until very reeently even 
the most enlightened of English Churehmen la- 


hored under the amazing belief that the Church 


of England was greatly benefited by the Refor- 


mation and owed a debt of gratitude to Henry, 
Edward and Elizabeth for breaking with Rome. 
The great majority of Anglicans are still in the 
grip of that extraordinary infatuation. For the 
first thousand vears of English Church history 


the children in the infant grade of her parish 
schools knew that the Pope was the visible head 
of the Church and that from St. Peter he had 
a commission to feed the universal flock of 
Christ, but more than sixty vears after New- 
man and Manning, while still in the bosom of 
the Anglican Church, made the discovery afresh, 
the truth about the Papacy still remains hidden 
from the eyes of the immense majority of An 
vlicans, although as a principle of revealed reli 
gion it lies embedded in the very cornerstone of 
the Church’s constitution. 

So far then from the Catholic movement. in 
the Anglican Church having completely won it 
is no exaggeration to say that at this very mo 
ment fully two-thirds of the clergy are steeped 
in Protestantism and the rank and file ot the 
people are grossly ignorant of the very rudi- 


ments of Catholicity. Are there ten per cent of 


: 3 ae - | our priests, who can celebrate Mass ctl 
Catholic party beth in’ England and America &% P 0 can celebrate Mass correct! 


according to the ritual directions of any ap- 
proved book of Catholic ceremonial? Are 
there five per cent of Anglican Churches in any 
part of the world where the six points of Cath- 
olic ritual are observed even on High Festivals? 
\re there forty per cent of our churches where 
eross and Eucharistic lights are upon the Altar? 
\re there as manyas seven per cent of the Anglican 
laity, who go even once a year to confession? Do 
twenty-five per cent of them receive the Holy 
Communion fasting? Are there twenty-five per 
cent of our Bishops, or the lesser clergy, who 
do? Are there three per cent of our Churches 
where the Blessed Sacrament is reserved? One 
important department of the Catholic religion 
we Anglicans know so litthke about in actual 
everyday practice, viz., the Cultus of the Saints, 
that were we truly converted and became as lit- 
tle children, we would have to sit down in the 
kindergarten and take our first lesson in reciting 
the Hail Mary and be taught how to use the 
Rosary. Surely the Catholic portion of the An- 
glican priesthe wd, have no occasion to sit down 
with Mexander and weep, because their cause 
has won, and there are no more worlds to con- 
quer. 
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WHAT GOD BEGINS HE FINISHES. 

The Catholic movement a spent force? No 
indeed, not if God having begun a good work 
for the redemption of Anglicanism out of Egyp- 
tian darkness intends to bring it to a complete 
and successful issue. Wonderful triumphs has 
the movement scored since John Keble upon the 
Oth Sunday after Trinity, 1833, preached at 
St. Mary's, Oxford, his sermon on the Nation- 
Many dark days has the move- 
ment seen, as for instance the day of the Gor- 
ham judgment and the establishment of the Jer- 
usalem bishopric, which discouraged Newman 


al Apostasy. 


and drove him to abandon the enterprise as a 
hopeless one; yet even the Jerusalem bishopric 
has proved a blessing it would seem, and is to- 
day a fruitful source of closer and friendlier re- 
lations \nglican 
the Patriarechs of the East. 
over the 


between the Ipiscopate and 
Dark clouds lower 
Anglo-Catholic movement at the pre- 
sent hour, threatening its further advance, but 
though “for Jerusalem's sake we have not held 
our peace,” Tie Lamp does not concur in the 
the Church Times and The 
Living Church have made to the assertion of 
Canon 


concession which 
Hlenson and the DBroadehurchmen that 
It is 
still a formidable opponent to those who would 


the Catholic movement is a spent force. 


make the Church in America as well as in Eng- 
land, to use Canon Hlenson’s phrase, “both na- 
tional and rational.” 

A TALISMAN. 

Phere is something wonderfully inspiring and 
exhilarating in the vision of the Rock of Peter, 
It gives one man the faith and supernatural 
strength to stand against a thousand foes and 
“two to put ten thousand to flight.” The hope 
of the Catholic movement of the twentieth cen- 
tury is that the younger men of the party, the 
\nglo-Romans, now clearly see that all along 
from the very start in the mind of God the ter- 
nints ad quem of the movement has been reun- 
ion with the Holy See and in holy zeal for the 
return of the Anglican Church to communion 
with the Viear of Christ the erstwhile discom- 
fited Catholics will “renew their strength like 


the eagles, they shall run and not grow weary, 
they shall walk and not faint.” 

So far from being a spent force the future 
of the Catholic movement promises greater things 
than its past has been able to realize, and for this 
reason. The Catholic party has now after sev- 
enty years of development and prepaiation ad- 
vanced to the papal stage and that means more 
supernatural grace, mightier achievements and 
more certain victory, for they who follow Peter 
cannot be worsted, they may die but they can- 
not be overcome. God hath spoken, “against 
that rock the gates of hell shall not prevail.” 

Way back in the year 1834, a canon of Lich- 
field Cathedral handed to his cousin the Roman 
Catholic scholar, Ambrose de Lisle, the first 
numbers of the Tracts for the Times and after 


| he had read ‘Tract No, 4 on the Holy Eucharist 
| he said: "Mark my words, these Tracts are the be- 
| giuning of a Catholic movement which will one 
| day end in the return of (the English) Church 


to Catholic Unity and the See of Peter.” Am- 
brose de Lisle’s prophecy is still in process of 
fulfilment and it is only ordinary faith in God 
Which moves us to say, that until the Anglo- 


| Saxon race is brought back to Catholic unity in 


| communion with the successor of the fisherman, 


| 


| the Catholic movement among Anglicans” will 


| never be a spent force. 


KALENDAR FOR MARCH, 
1. QOuinguagesima. St. David, B. C. 
st. Chad, B C. 
St. Benedict the Moor, C. 
Ash i ednesday. 
St. Colette V. 
St. Thomas Aquinas C. D. 
icttas MM. 
X. Lirst Sunday in Lent 
9g. St. Catherine of Bologna. V. 
it. St. Constantine, K M. 
i2. St. Gregory the Great, P. C.D. 
is. Second Sunday im Lent. 
16. St. Edward, K.M. 
17. St. Patrick, B. C. 


8. St. Cyril of Jerusalem, B.C. D. 


Tew HK 


“I 


SS Perpetua and Fel- 


1g. St. Joseph, Spouse of B. V. M. 
} 2o. St. Cuthbert, B. C. 


2t. St. Benedict, Ab. C. 
22. Third Sunday in Lent. 


| 24. St. Gabriel, Archangel. Vigil 


25. Annunciation, B. V. M. 
29. Fourth Sunday in Lent. 
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* MULTUM IN PARVO. 


Mr. Perey Dearmer, writing on the subject ot 
Church schools in the English Chiat Times, is 
iuthority. for the statement that the communi 
cant roll of the Church of England only num 
bers about three per cent. of the population, 
This is a startling fact, even if the actual num 
her were twice as many as Mr. Dearmer declares 
them to be. For nine hundred vears, in loyal 
submission to the spiritual jurisdiction of the 
Viear of Christ, /vc/esta claglicana commanded 
the allegiance of the entire English people with 
out the existence of a single non-conformist 
body separating any considerable number from 
her communion. But with all the authority. of 
king and parliament supporting the establish 
ment three hundred and sixty four vears after 
the proclamation of the royal supremacy, we find 
the same Church feeding at the Lord's table only 
three per cent. of the population. What mor 
forceful sermon than this can be preached in 
favor of a return of the Anglican Church to her 


former adherence to the Rock of Peter 


And does not the same cold legic of statistics 
apply to the Anglian Church in America? In 
the struggle for the mastery over the North 
American continent the Mnglish people have 
triumphed over all competitors, but what about 
the Kuglish Church?’ In another column we 
sive the latest statistics of Church membership 
in the United States, and whereas there are 
over cleven million Roman Catholics, six million 
Methodists and five million Baptists, there are 
only eight hundred and thirty thousand Angli 
cans, less in fact than one per cent, of the popu 
lation, and vet we celebrated last Oetober the 
three hundredth anniversary of the planting ot 
What a 


giyvantic failure as a Church we have made to 


the English Church on American soil 


hold our own, when everything was in our favor 
How absurd to yo on dreaming and hoping that 
we will ever be the American Church in) the 
sense of commanding the allegiance of the entire 


American people, unless we can unite with our 


Roman Catholic brethren as one Church under 
the government of the One Shepherd. 

It now looks as though the Cowley Fathers 
and others who resisted the attempt of the 
Bishop of Bombay to enfore the Royal Commis 
sion rulings in his diocese were about to score a 
The Metropolitan of Calcutta 
has issued an order suspending the various in- 


complete victory 


hibitions passed on the Bombay clergy by their 
bishop until'their petitions can be heard, and it 
is rumored that on account of ill health the 
Bishop of Bombay is about to resign his see. 


The religious functions in Rome in honor of 
the Centenary of St. John Chrysostom were 
noteworthy as an impressive demonstration of 
Hie actual unitv which already exists between 
Rome and certain portions of the ancient Greek 
Chureh and the fervent desire entertained by the 
Viear of Christ that all not now in) communion 
with the Holy See might soon return to Catholic 
unity. The crowning event of the centenary 
was the great Greek Pontificial in the immense 
hall over the vestibule of St. Peter’s on Feb- 
ruary 12, of which the celebrant was Ilis Excel> 
leney Cyril VIEL Geha, Greck Melehite Patri 
arch of Antioch, assisted by numerous Greek 
bishops and priests. This was the first time in 
history that at a ‘Papal Chapel” Mass was sung 
in Greek instead of Latin, before the Sovereign 
Montit, the Sacred College, and all the dig 
iitaries of Rome—nay more, the Pope as su 
preme hierarchical head of all the rites took an 
active part in the Greek liturgy, and a special 
ceremonial had been prepared for the occasion, 
containing the Greek blessings, responses, ete.. 
to he used by the Pontiff during the function 
Surely it was a happy presage to the answer 
Which God will some day give to the prayer of 
the Pounder of the Catholic Church: Ut omnes 
mon sit, when after the Gospel the same creed 
Was liturgically recited at the same time by the 
Greeks gathered round their Patriarch in’ their 
own tongue and by the Cardinals in Latin, form- 
ig a crown around the Patriarch of the West 
who is the Head of the Universal Church. 
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THE POPE AND MODERNISM. 





By CA. Titkopore Wiremax, D.D., DCL 


(Conchided.) 

The action of the Pope has been twofold. He 
has sanctioned a “Syllabus” of sixty-five propo- 
sitions, or statements on matters of faith, and 
words, which are condemned as erroneous. — Ile 
has followed this up with an “Enevelical Letter,” 
which justifies by learned and elaborate argu- 
ment the condemnation of the “Modernist er- 
rors.” and presents remedial measures to prevent 
their dissemination. Before considering these 
documents more fully, there is one obvious state- 
ment which must be made. No religious au- 
thority, save that of the Holy See, is capable of 
dealing in this way with matters such as these. 
The principle of authority is specially enshrined 
in the See of Peter, and no Synod or other or- 
ganized body of Christians in the world is capa- 
ble of putting forth a condemnation of error, 
which will be so widely accepted as a Papal pro- 
nouncement. 

\n undenominational public meeting at Mel- 
bourne in Australia recently passed a series of 
resolutions condemning the “Higher Criticism,” 
and Mr. Campbell's “New Theology.” No doubt 
the meeting meant well, but nobody in) \ustra- 
lia, or in the English speaking world generally 
troubled themselves much about it, after they 
had read the account of the meeting in the news- 
papers. 

ROMA LOCUTA EST. 

Rome can act. as well as speak. The 240 
millions of Christians, who acknowledge the 
Pope as their spiritual leader and teacher, will 
not treat the Syllabus and the Enevelical as the 
english speaking public treated the Melbourne 
resolutions against “Modernism.” They will 
listen to the Pope's words of authority, and they 
Will obey. The seminaries will be purged from 
the taint of “Modernism.” Priests and Pro 
fessers will be careful how they teach and what 
they teach in future. 

\ DIVIDED HOUSE. 

The Church of England is unhappily ineapa- 

ble of united action upon such a subject. Her 


\rchbishops and Bishops could not put forth a 
unanimous condemnation of “Modernism.” Their 
views are too diverse. The Church of England 
enjoins upon her clergy the teaching of Catho- 
lic Faith within her borders. But she is unable 
to prevent heresy from being taught at will, be- 
cause her discipline is in a state of suspended 
animation, on account of the fetters and disabil- 
ities of Establishment. Those parts of the “le- 
clesia Anglicana” which are disconnected legal- 
ly with the Chureh of England, as an Estab- 
lishment,—such as the \merican and Colonial 
Churches, can exercise discipline over their own 
immediate sphere. But the condition of the 
Mother Church exercises a paralysing influence 
upon their action. When the South African 
Church deposed Dr. Colenso from the See of 
Natal for “Modernism,” the svmpathy of the 
Mother Church was but haltingly expressed. 
The disestablished parts of the “Feclesia An 
ylicana™ readily endorsed the action of the South 
\irican Church in deposing Dr. Colenso. But 
the heavy hand of the State has silenced the cor- 
porate and united voice of the Church of Eng- 
land by forcing her to tolerate persons of fun- 
damentally opposed conceptions with regard to 
the Christian religion within her pale. The de- 
cisions of the Lambeth Conference as repre- 
senting the whole Anglican Communion, are 
not received without question, 
ME TURK AND THE CZAR, 

The Eastern Church like the Anglican, has 
lost her corporate voice, through the pressure of 
Turkish tyranny and Russian Frastianism. The 
vast number of Christians, who belong to non- 
I-piscopal bodies, have cultivated the principle of 
separation to such an extent that they have no 
corporate voice, bevond such as could be heard 
one day, and forgotten the next, or such ocea- 
sions as the Melbourne public meeting which we 
have previously mentioned 

THE CHAIR OF PETER. 

Christianity. is a religion based on author 
itv. The majority of Christians listen to 
the voice of an authority speaking from. the 
Chair of St. Peter. Suppose that this voice 
of authority, and the 240 millions who obey 
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“per impossibile,” silenced and wiped 
would re 


wt, were 


out oof existence, what authority 


main in Christendom? Easterns, Anglicans, 
and non-Episcopal Christians would follow) no 
leader, and listen to no central voice of authori- 
ty. Constantinople would not) follow Canter- 
bury, nor Canterbury Constantinople. 

The non-Episcopal bodies would follow neith- 
The Christian religion would be- 
a house 


er of them 
come a disintegrated chaos of sects, 
itself, —which would fall into 
We may rightly consider that 


divided) against 
shapeless ruin 
the conservatism of the principle of authority 
in the organization of /atin Christendom is, in 
the present day, as in the middle ages, a part 
of God's greater plan for governing and pre- 
serving Tis Chureh, and be thankful that, in 
these davs of religious anarchy, there is one 
centre of authority maintained by God's Provi- 
dence that dares to speak out plainly in defence 
of the Revealed Religion of Jesus Christ our 
Lord. That Pius NX has thus boldly defended 
“the Faith, once delivered to the saints,” will be 
manifest when we have examined the salient 
points of his utterances 
NOU DE FIDE DEFINITIONS 

Neither the Syllabus nor the Enevelical claim 
to be infallible pronouncements. They cannot 

Protestants as new definitions 
They simply affirm that. certain 


he regarded by 
of the Faith. 

things must not be tanght, or affirmed, by Chris- 
tians in communion with the Holy See: and 
Christians generally may learn from them that 
certain statements, and modes of teaching, are 
incompatible with the true Gospel of Christ and 
His \postles 
against the 


And, notwithstanding the prej- 
Catholic Church, 


which are sedulously fostered by Orange Fanati- 


udices Roman 
cism amongst English speaking people all over the 


world, there will be found amongst Anglicans, 
and other thoughtful Christians, a feeling of 
thankfulness that a clear voice of authority has 
spoken in defence of the Godhead of our Lord, 
the genuineness and authenticity of the Gos- 
pels, and the value of the Holy Bible as the 


written word of God 


Mr. Spurgeon, some twenty vears ago, spoke 


| as the leader of English Non-conformity, against 


| what he called the “Down-Grade” theology of the 


non- Episcopal 


| 


religious bodies. Genevan Cal- 
vinism had become Rationalistic, and practically 
“nitarian, German Protestantism had ceased 
to believe actively in the Incarnation of our 
Lord. But the “Down-Grade” is a “facilis de- 
scensus.” What would Mr. Spurgeon have said 
of the “New Theology” of Mr. Campbell? 
What would Dr. Pusey say of the condition of 
the Church of England today, honeycombed as 


it is with a “Modernism,” that traces its pedi 


| gree from Colenso’s heresies, and the vague un- 


belief of “Essays and Reviews,” through the in 
termediate stage of “Lux Mundi,” to the full 
blown equipment of many of our modern young 
clergy, who look on the teaching of the Tract- 
arians from a standpoint of lofty contempt, and 
who think they are behind the Age, “if they do 
not combine the latest German views of the Pen- 
tateuch, and the Kenotic heresy of Lutheran- 


| ism, into a vague creed of their own, which emp- 
| ties of all true meaning the historical dignity 


f the vestments and ritual which thev use. 

Verily their methods are Zechariah’s ‘instru- 
ments of a foolish shepherd...” 

It was high time for some check to be placed 

| upon the “Modern” Christianity—this form of 


godliness, running away “Down-Grade” with 


| the bit between its teeth, before it perished in the 
| waters, self immolated by its own false intel 


lectualism. 

\ BRIEF ANALYSIS. 

Let us now see what the Pope says that his 
| people may not affim or teach. We may divide 
the Syllabus into groups of condemned. errors 
for the sake of brief analysis. 

Propositions i to viit. Catholics may not af- 
firm that the Church, has no special preroga- 
tive in interpreting Scripture. or dealing with 

the results of criticism, or that the Catholic 

Faith contradicts history, or that Catholic dog- 


| 
| 


| nas cannot be reconciled with the true origins 
f the Christian religion: nor that the Church 

‘annot determine through her creeds and defi- 

mitions the genuine sense of the sacred Scriptures. 

Propositions ix to xix. Catholics may not 
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affirm that those who believe that God is the 
author of the Sacred Scriptures “display ex- 
cessive simplicity or ignorance”; or that the Bi- 
ble is only inspired in such a way as to leave it 
an unreliable 
truths. 


witness to religious facts and 
With regard to the New Testament, it 
is forbidden to teach that the Evangelists inser- 
ted things which were false in order to profit 
their readers:—or that there remained “only a 
faint and uncertain trace” of the doctrine of 
Christ in the text of the Gospels; or that the 
fourth Gospel is net) properly “history” but 
only. “a mystical contemplation” of the Gospel, 
which inserted “exaggerated miracles”; or that 
“the discourses of the fourth Gospel are only 
“theological meditations, devoid of historical 
truth concerning the mystery of salvation,” or 
that St. John is not really an eve witness, but 
only “a distinguished witness of the Christian 
life at the close of the first century.” It is for- 
bidden to say that heterodox interpreters have 
expressed the true sense of the Scriptures more 
faithfully than Catholic interpreters. Tt will be 
obvious that these condemned propositions are 
those of the Abbe Loisy and his followers. 


Propositions xx to xxxviti. Catholics 


may 
not affirm that the Christian revelation “was 
not completed by the Apostles,” nor may they 


deseribe God's Revelation to man as merely 
“the consciousness acquired by man of his re- 
lation with God” ; 


nal truths are only 


or say that revealed doctri- 
“an interpretation of reli- 
gious facts which the human mind has acquired 
efforts”; 
“may reject as false, facts which the Church 
faith 
rests ultimately on a mass of probabilities.” Tt 
is forbidden to assert that “the Divinity of Jes- 


by laborious or that modern. critics 


holds as certain’; or that “the assent of 


us Christ is not proved from the Gospels; or 
teach that He 
Miracles tend to prove 


that our Lord did) not was the 
Messiah, nor did) Eis 
this” It is forbidden to assert that “the Christ 
of history is far inferior to the Christ Who is 
the object of Faith.” ON. 3B. 
stone of Loisy’s position.) [t= is 


that “the 


This is the kev- 
forbidden to 
Christ, 


assert doctrine concerning 


taught by Paul, John and the Councils of Nie- 
ea, Ephesus and Chalcedon, is not that which 
Jesus taught”; or that “it is not possible to ree- 
oncile the natural sense of the Gospel texts, 
with the infallible knowledge of Jesus Christ”; 
or that “either Jesus professed an error con- 
cerning the immediate coming or 
that the greater part of His doctrine as con- 
tained in the Gospels is destitute of authentici- 
tv." (This condemnation of the Kenotic here- 
sv is amplified in Prop. 34.) It is forbidden 
to teach that “the Resurrection of the Saviour 
is not properly a fact of the historical order”; 
or that the Doctrine of the 
Evangelical but Pauline.” 
Propositions xxxvix to li. It is forbidden to 
teach that “the Sacraments are merely intended 
to bring before the mind of man the Presence 
of the Creator” ;—or that “they had their ori- 
gin in the fact that the Apostles and their sue- 
cessors interpreted some idea or intention of 
Christ.” or that “the Christian community  in- 
iroduced the necessity of Baptism,” or that in 


Messianic 


\tonement is “not 


fact baptism was “a disciplinary evolution.” It 
is forbidden to teach that “there is nothing to 
orove that Confirmation was emploved by the 
\postles”; or that “Baptism and Confirmation 
It is 
forbidden to teach that St. Paul's account of the 
Holy that our 


Lord’s words “whose sins thou dost forgive, ete,” 


were originally one and the same rite.” 


Eucharist is unhistorical ;—or 


have no Pen- 
ince; or that St. James in his Epistle did not 
It is for- 
hidden to teach that the Christian ministry grad- 


reference to the Sacrament of 


refer to the Sacrament of Unetion 


ually acquired the sacerdotal character by pre- 
siding at the Lord's Supper, and that they were 
not appointed “for perpetuating the Apostolic 
mission and power.” 

Propositions lit to Llrv. It is forbidden’ to 
teach that “it was foreign to the mind of Christ 
to found a Church as a society which was to 
last on the earth for a long course of centuries”: 

or to teach that “the organic constitution of 
that “the 


Church has shewn herself hostile to the prog- 


the Church is not) immutable’: or 
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ress of natural and theological science”; or 
that “Christ did not teach a determinate body 
of doctrine, applicable to all times and to all 
It is forbidden to teach that “no chapter 
of Seripture has the same sense for the critic 
or that the 
cles of the Apostolic Creed had not for Chris- 


” 
men, 


as for the theologian” ; “chief arti 
tians of the first ages the same sense that they 
have for Christians of our time”: or that. “the 
Church shews itself unequal to the task of main- 
taining the ethics of the Gospel because it ob- 
stinately adheres to doctrines which cannot be 
reconciled to modern progress” :—or that “sci- 
ence requires a remodelling (ut reformentur) 
“of Christian doctrine concerning God, Creation, 
Revelation, the Person of the Incarnate Word 
and Redemption”; or, lastly, that “Catholicism 
cannot be reconciled with true science, unless it 
be transformed into a non-dogmatie Christiani- 
ty.” 

It seems very strange that such destructive 
teaching as that of the Propositions condemned 
by the Syllabus should ever have been put forth 
by priests and laymen in communion with the 
Holy See 


and we 


But vet we are assured of this fact, 
are staggered at the audacity of the 
“Modernists.” We recognize in the condemned 
teaching much that has unhappily been taught 
without official rebuke in the Church of Fn- 
gland. Some of it is even more audacious than 
since Colenso 
With 


all our difficulties we did manage to rid ourselves 


anvthing advanced amongst. us, 


and Voysey promulgated their heresies 


ot Colenso and Vovsev, and these “Modernists” 
who have said the things condemned by the 
Syllabus with the exception of Tyrrell, are still in 
communion with Rome. But it was high time for 
the Pope to speak out, and the “Modernists” 
will have to renounce their heresies or take the 
consequences 2 
THE ENCYCLICAL, 

We have no space for more than a few words 
dealing with the Enevelical. Tt is really a small 
volume of carefully reasoned and well summar- 
ized theological positions, which explain the 
Faith of the Church on the points attacked by 


‘the “Modernists.” Despite Father  Tyrrell’s 
| criticisms in the Times, the Enevlical is a timely 
}and masterly production. It deals with the 
“Modernist” as a philosopher, a believer, a theo 
logian, an historian, a critic, an apologist, and 
It incidentally deals with the crude 
Pantheism which Mr. Campbell borrowed from 
the “Modernists,” 


t reformer. 


and it is, as a whole, the most 
valuable antidote vet published to the “New 


Theology.” 


The Enevelical refers to “many of the Cath- 
olic laity, nay, what is more deplorable to men 
from the ranks of the clergy themselves, who. 
under the pretext of love for the Church, pose 


without restraint of any sort as reformers of the 
Church itself, and attack what is most holy in 
the work of Christ, not sparing the Person of 
the Divine Redeemer, Whom, with sacrilegious 
boldness, they reduce to the condition of a man 


| pure and simple.” 


It contains also some wholesome words 


against a very common tendeney of the Age. 


\ccording to this tendency, “history not. less 
| than science is occupied solely with phenomena. 
land therefore hoth God and Divine Intervention 
in human affairs are to be relegated to the do- 


main of faith as exclusively belonging to it.” 
\ccording to this idea the domain of faith has 


nothing to do with historical facts such as. the 
| Virgin Birth and the Resurrection. “If then any 
| thing is treated of in which there is a double 
/ clement, Divine and human, such as Christ, the 
Church, the Sacraments, and the like, it is to be 


i divided and separated in such a manner, that 
what is human is to be assigned to history and 
what is Divine to faith. 
distinetion 


Hence the common 
Modernists between — the 
Christ and the Christ of faith, the 
| Church of history and the Church of faith, the 
Sacraments of history and the Sacraments of 
faith.” 


amongst 


| historic 


This is “Loisvism” within the Roman 
Communion and the false philosophy of  Rit- 
schl without its pale. In future centuries the 
jaction of Pope Pius NX will be judged upon its 
“true issues. 


Nothing could be more unfair than 
the attitude of the Guardian and Church Times 
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No synopsis of the Syllabus ap- 


in this matter. 
peared in either paper. It was condemned un- 
heard, and the manner of its condemnation nar- 
roWs us to two issues. Either the Guardian and 
Church Times have become “Modernist,” and 
favor the doctrine of Anti-Christ which the Syl- 
labus and Enevelical condemn; or else, they are 
both of them so hopelessly “ Anti-Papal” that 
they cannot believe that the Pope has acted as 
a true and loyal defender of the Catholic Faith. 


CHRIST AND ANTI-CHRIST. 


In the present stage of the world’s history 
the issues are being rapidly narrowed to a bitter 
and final conflict Christ and Anti- 
Christ. “AH who love the Lord Jesus Christ 
in sincerity,” 


between 


will have to be ranged under a 
common banner. Christians will have to wage 
their deadly conflict with the world power, which 
veils itself as “modern thought” and the “spirit 
of the age,” (as well as in such open atheism 
as that of the I'rench Government) under new 
conditions. “The old barriers of race and con- 
flicting organizations must pass away. 

Narrow hostility to the Papacy must be sup- 
planted by a desire to unite with that great Com- 
munion which so loyally 
Faith, 
are the evil legacy of the Reformation, must 
be forgotten. 


defends the historic 
Secondary issues, and quarrels) which 


Theological disputes about [Fpis- 
copacy, Holy Order, and the Sacraments must 
he readjusted in view of the stupendous issue, 
Christ or Anti-Christ, Faith or unbelief, God or 
Mammon. To ignore the vast influence on the 
side of faith which the Pope has exercised, by 
his recent action, is to be blind indeed. God for- 
bid that any of us, in the blindness of prejudice, 
should say obstinately, “We see, and the sentence 
of the Lord be passed upon us; ‘therefore your 
sin’ remaineth !” 


It is quite easy to perform our duties when 
they are pleasant and imply no self-sacrifice ; 
the test of principles is to perform them with 
equal readiness when they are onerous and dis- 
agreeable 








“THE LIVING CHURCH.” 


REPLY TO FATHER VAN ALLEN, II. 


By Spencer Jones, M.A. 


Last month I ventured to make some com- 
ments upon the Epithet “tiny” as applied to the 
Roman School, and to show how a_ pioneer 
movement like this must neces- 
sarily be “tiny” to begin with, while its individ- 
ual members will certainly be accounted “trait- 


ors.” 


group in any 


Indeed it is scarcely a paradox to say 
that they will be useless for such a purpose if 
they are not. For you must never begin with 
numbers if you wish to end with them; and it 
is ridiculous to say in one breath that things 
want mending, and in another that it is dis- 
loval to ask for change. I think I made it 
clear, too, that ‘the beginnings of the Oxford 
movement seventy years ago were regarded in 
a precisely similar light. 

It is not easy to realize this; that Keble, for 
example, of whom Dr. Liddon used to say that 
he was the wisest man he had ever known, and 
who used to declare of himself that he would 
like people to say he had a judicial mind; that 
Keble, whose name is the very synonym for 
caution with many of us today should have been 
gravely and deliberately accused not merely of 
appropriating some externals from a “Foreign 
Church,” but also of advocating that which is 
fundamental to the Roman position itself, and 
one of the chief grounds upon which the Eng- 
lish Chureh is said to have renounced that po- 
sition at the This is important: 
men are saving just now that it is exasperating 
to find even a “tiny” group of Churchmen de- 
claring that to be pro-Tractarian is to be pro- 
Roman, and that the final outcome of the Ox- 
ford Movement is reunion with the Holy See; 
they are saving to us what the old High Church- 
men of 1833 said to the Oxford Leaders, “Why 
don’t vou go over at once and be honest?” 


Reformation. 


*The article by Rev. W. Tl. Van Allen, Rector of the 
Chureh of the Advent, Boston, to which the above is a 
reply, was published in The Livmg Church, December 
14, 1907, and was entitled, “Roman Catholicism Ex- 
pounded.” : 
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HISTORY REPEATS ITSELF. 
It was so with Pusey in 1835: when he laid 


down ordinary Catholic principles on the sub- 


ject of Holy Baptism the principal Church pa- | 


per of the day spoke of it as “bathos.” 
“but the 
Popish fanatic, till these our modern days, write 
thus?” 
raments are the appointed instruments of justi- 


ever man,” it) wrote, most ignorant 


“Professor Pusey teaches that the Sac- 


fication. The learned Professor ought to lee- 


“Did | 


ture at Maynooth, or the Vatican, and not in | 


the chair of Oxford, when he puts forth this 
Popish doetrine.” And, more particularly still, 
“We ask Professor Pusey how, as a conscien- 
tious man, he retains any office ina Church which 
requires him to subscribe to all the Thirty-nine 
\rticles.?" 


Where Rome is in question we are | 


ever under the temptation of saying what is ex- | 


pected of us instead of saying what we see; of 


thinking that our ticket is good with the Angli- 


- 4 
can or Protestant collector if we can only 


write “Catholic” upon it while obliterating every 


trace of the word “Roman.” So we invent 


terms like “The Italian Mission,” or “Popery,” | 


and speak of ourselves as “Catholics in the true 


sense,” though we have to write a 
explain ourselves the moment we are challenged 


for our meaning. 


“THE ITALIAN MISSION.” 


After all, then, what do we mean by this not 
very fair phrase of Archbishop Benson's man- 
ufacturing 2 Ts it intended to insinuate that the 
Church of England is not the daughter of the 
Or that Theodore “sent by 


according to his own de- 


Church of Rome ? 

the Apostolic See,” 
scription of himself, did not organize the Church 
Is it in- 
tended to insinuate that those missionaries who 


of England in the seventh century ? 


treatise to | 


came in to supplement, and who were not from | 


Rome, were also not in communion with Rome? 


Or that British bishops prior to that time had | 


not appeared at the Council of Arles in 314; at 
Sardica in 347; 359? Is 
it intended to suggest Ecclesia An- 


Rimini in 
that the 


and at 


glicana was not in’ conscious dependence on 


the Holy See in’ spirituals continuously from 


\. D. s97 to A. D. 
rv VIIE did not deliberately 
\ct of Parliament in 1534, 
clause advanced by Convocation just before; a 


1534? Or that Hen- 
suppress, in his 
the qualifying 


clause which was intended to safeguard the 
Church, intended, also 
of doubt whatever, to sate- 
guard the rights of the Holy See. 


liberties of the and 


without anv sort 


THE CONVOCATION OF 1531. 


Let this be fairly considered. In 1531 the 
clergy in Convocation after a long correspond- 
ence between themselves and the king. upon tne 
subject of the Royal Supremacy, and after more 
than once rejecting his “terms” were at length 
reduced to silence, a silence which they sullen- 
ly allowed to be accepted as consent,—a most 
unreal and forced consent, however, as anyone 
may see who will examine the contemporary 
evidence. 
It committed 
acknowledgement 
of Henry VITL as “Supreme head of the Ee- 
clesia -Anglicana, so far as the law of Christ 
allows (quantum per legem licet).” 

The 1532, Archbishop Warham, 
the very prelate who had presided in the Convo- 


\nd to what was this consent ? 


them precisely to  this,—an 


next vear, 


cation above alluded to, drew up his famous 
protest against all) the enactments — recently 


Re- 
member he is on his death bed, and within six 
months of his death when he does this; 


passed in “derogation of the Holy See.” 


a cir 
cumstance which lends peculiar significance and 
solemnity to the act. 

Does not this protest, then, supply the lone 
interpretation of that clause? In 
other words, does it not prove that the imten- 
tion in the mind of the clergy when they said, 
‘so far as the law of Christ allows” 


qualifying 


was to ac- 
knowledge Henry's supremacy only so far as was 
consistent with the freedom of the Church from 
State interference in England, and with its duty 
towards the Holy See in Rome? Is it fair to- 
Anglican side of this 
clause and quietly to ignore the side of it that 


day, to appropriate the 


Was turned and was meant to be turned towards 
Rome ? 
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“FORCE AND FRAUD.” 

Finally, in 1534, the Act of Submission 
which had already been passed was at length 
produced, and Henry, who had kept it in his 
pocket in readiness as a burglar hides his pis- 
tol on the highway, in case the Pope should 
prove recalcitrant, now proclaimed it for every- 
one to hear; and since this Act is brief in its ex- 
pression it will not be amiss, perhaps, if [ set 
it down here in extenso for every one to see; 
with a request to the reader that he will look 
carefully to the wording and say if he can see 
anywhere throughout it the qualifying clause 
(“So far as the law of Christ allows”) for 
which Convocation had so recently stipulated in 
its correspondence with the king. 

\nd if he finds it not will he any longer won- 
der why it is that) Archdeacon Wilberforce 
spoke of the use of “force and fraud,” in the 
vear 1834, and why we so often adopt the same 
terms today? 

rHE SUPREMACY ACT. 

26 Henry VII. ¢. 1. “Albeit the King’s Maj- 
esty justly and rightly is, and ought to be, the 
supreme head of the Church of England, and 
so is recognized by the clergy of this realm in 
their Convocations - ——_—__—_—_———— 

- Yet, nevertheless, for cor- 
roboration and confirmation thereof, and for in- 
crease of virtue in Christ's religion within this 
realm of England, and to repress and extirp 
all errors, heresies, and other enormities and 
abuses heretofore used in the same; be it en- 
acted by authority of this present Parliament 
that the King our Sovereign Lord, his heirs and 
successors, Kings of this realm, shall be taken, 
accepted, and reputed the only Supreme head 
in earth of the Church of England, called An- 
glicana Eeclesia, and shall have and enjoy an- 
nexed, and united to the imperial crown of 
this realm as well the title and stile thereof as 
all honours, dignities, pre-eminences, jurisdic- 
tions, privileges, authorities, immunities, prof- 
its, and commodities, to the said dignity of su- 


preme head of the same Church belonging and 
appertaining ; and that our said Sovereign Lord, 


bow heirs and successors, Kings of this realm, 
| shall have full power and authority from time 
| to time to visit, repress, redress, reform, order, 
| correct, restrain, and amend all such errors, 
| heresies, abuses, offences, contempts, and enor- 
| mities, whatsoever they be, which by any man- 
| ner, spiritual authority, or jurisdiction ought or 
| may lawfully be reformed, repressed, ordered, 
| redressed, corrected, restrained, or amended, 
most to the pleasure of Almighty God, the in- 
crease of virtue in Christ's religion, and for the 
conservation of the peace, unity and tranquillity 


lof this realm, any usage, custom, foreign laws, 
| foreign authority, prescription, or any other 
thing or things to the contrary hereof notwith- 
standing.” Such is the wording of Henry's 
Act, without a syllable omitted. 

The only alteration appears in the gap, after 
the word “Convocations” to indicate where 
Henry should have inserted the qualifying clause 
) but did not. 

But now, is the clause there, or is it not? 
Can you see it anywhere in this Act? 

If not, perhaps vou will acknowledge with 
us that among proximate causes of the Refor- 


j mation in England this gap is the key to the sit- 
j uation; and that the famous \ect in) question 
| carries on its very front the damnable lie that 
| the clergy in their Convocations had agreed to 
recognize Henry as their Supreme head with- 
out any qualifying clause when in fact Henry 
| himself knew they had not 
Is it not true, then to say that what we have 
l to be anxious about is not “The Italian Mis- 
sion” but the “Tudor Omission.” 

We must set a mark on that vear—1534— 
and continue to inquire after the clause it so 


carefully conceals from our view. 


IT. 


THE TUDOR OMISSION, 


But it may be said, all this may be true, bur 
| is it not unreal in view of the fact that the clergy 
| afterwards accepted that to which they had 
| formerly demurred ? Was there not a subse- 
| quent settlement under Elizabeth? And did 
| not Church and State alike endorse this sepa- 


} ration from Rome a hundred vears later? Is 
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this not another illustration of that want of a | 
true perspective to which our attention has been 
called by The Living Church? You narrow 
down your observation within the compass of 
your own country, it will be urged, and Within the 


borders of one epoch and one aspect, and care- 
fully shut out all the rest. No wonder your 
outlook is narrow. But even so you are “warm,” 


as children say even here, for are you not as 


close to Cranmer on one side as you are to 
Warham on the other? Why do you quote the 
one and ignore the other? Did not Cranmer 
in this very year issue an order that in formal 


documents the “word ‘metropolatanus’ should be 
substituted in his title for the ancient style 
‘apostolicae sedis legatus?’”” Here is the Church 
Well, and did not the Bishop 
of Neweastle so recently ass November, 1907, de- 





in action surely 


cline to license a Church because popish  vest- 
ments were in use there, and because the king's 
court forbids them? What do we say to this: 


appointment, that it was a political move, and 
that while appointments are made in this way 
we cannot hope for better things? So with 
Cranmer; he may have waited to receive the 
pall but for the rest he was Henry's conven- 
lence; and with the very symbol of papal au- 
therity in one hand he worked steadily against 
Rome in spiritual matters with the other 
Should we not have termed that a “bad ap- 


pointment” then, as we do the appointment of 
the Bishop of Neweastle now? And so with 
subsequent events; Elizabeth plaved the same | 
game as her father had played before her: that 
is, promised not to disturb the relations woth 
the Holy See, and then broke her promise; and 


again, ignored the express words of Convocation | 
in framing the \et of Supremacy that she forced 
through Parliament immediately afterwards 
But. it will be said again, this will not serve, 
for a hundred years after this vou find this ele- 
ment of force altogether away, and James II 
has to go because clergy as well as laity demand 
it, What of the non jurors? Did they not 
break with the Church of that moment, and 


with the State, too, without once contemplat- 





ing Rome? Did they not say as Laud had said 
before them “While Rome is what she is we 
must not countenance her?” Certainly; but how 
had all this come about ? 


HOW If CAME ABOUT, 

If the Pope’s name was erased from the ser 
vice books by order of the king, if the study of 
the Canon Law was utterly shut out and_for- 
hidden by his will, if preachers were command 
ed to preach up the divorce and to preach against 
the Pope, and all licenses at once withdrawn 
when they showed the faintest sign of disobe- 
dience, if Fisher and More were beheaded even 
when the latter was willing to acknowledge the 
succession, by the king’s marriage with Ann 
Boleyn, provided he might hold his own view: 
on the subject of the Pope, if the new nobility 
was won over for the most part to the king’s 
side by large presents from the spoils of the mon- 
asteries, if foreign Protestants were deliber 
ately placed over our youth in the universities 
to inoculate them with an anti-Roman virus, if 
Laud was beheaded for daring even to be Cath- 
olic although he expressly and repeatedly repu- 
diated Rome, if the penal statutes made the 
saving of Mass punishable with death or im- 
prisonment, what is to be expected of an at- 
mosphere that has been carefully exhausted of 
every thing that suggests Rome but a conscien- 
tious inability on the part of a new generation 
to recognize that Rome can in any wise be right ? 
Do children who are brought up in stern Cal- 
vinistic homes talk about “hearng Mass” as per- 
haps Father Van Allen does? How can they, 
when all such notions are expressly shut out. 
and when they are not allowed to read the 
hooks that expound them? English Chureh- 
men in 1630 and 1680 said what they were ex- 
pected to say, and were not ina position to say 
otherwise. 

PHE INEVITABLE CONSEQUENCE. 

It is not that the isolated acts of force “and 
fraud under Tlenry completed the Reformation 
in England but that for the most part they ren- 
dered all that subsequently came to pass inevi- 
table. 
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I'ry the experiment yourself on a small scale ; 
carefully exclude every book that praises the 
Catholic movement of 1833 and commend all 
the literature that attacks it; let the names of 
Keble, Pusey, and Newman be mentioned but 
seldom and then mentioned only to be defamed ; 
carry this policy on for ten, twenty, or thirty 
years in your own household and then see how 
many converts you can gain from your own 
family to the Catholic cause. 

lather Van Allen is after all as anxious for 
the Catholic cause as we are; does he not see 
then, that not only did people live under an un- 
natural tyranny when the Tudors ruled over 
them, but that so far as Catholic teaching is con- 
cerned they were called upon to live in an ex- 
hausted receiver for 250 years afterwards? and 
is not the extended operation of the Oxford 
Movement restoring to them gradually what 
was snatched from them then by force? It has 
been said of Lord Halifax that had he been liv- 
ing at any time within the period 1534—1547 
he would have paid for his plain speaking with 
his head. 

Is there not a danger then lest the Catholic party 
in the midst of its furious invective against the 
Pope, should wake up to find itself fighting 
against the wrong man? Is it not wiser to 
stand to our guns, and to say that we see from 
where we are, and let the State gradually undo, 
under the pressure of political exigency, what 
she was forced to do in spite of herself three 
hundred vears ago? 

Trace vour finger along the line of change 
from 1534 to the present day, and have recent 
events in Church and State no significance ? 
Henry VIIT shuts out the Holy See in spite of 
Convocation and against its express wish in 1534, 
Elizabeth repeats this act of tyranny in 1559; 
Laud is beheaded for trying to be a Catholic 
seventy vears later. But in the roth century a 
change comes over the scene and force grad- 
ually gives place as it is still giving place to 
argument. Dut it dies hard and Green, Bell- 
Cox, and others are imprisoned, not beheaded, 
for declining to countenance Henry VIIT's poli- 
cy and recognize the king’s civil court where it 


is a question of spiritual things; they came out 











And now the-Reform Dill, the Catholic Eman- 


cipation Act, the Oxford Movement, the [du- 


of prison and the cause goes forward. Next, 4 
the Royal Commission comes up to effect what 
prosecutions had failed in. WE 
HE SAME POLICY BUT WITH A LESS PENALTY. i 

Is not the policy then, which says the king's } 
court shall decide in matters spiritual part of f 
the very policy which shut out the Pope under I 7 
Henry VEIL? Only men were beheaded for re- I i} 
sisting it then whereas they are allowed to keep ; | 
their heads now? ; ! | 

The only free acts on the part of the clergy 4 
in the 16th century were the saving clause in t 
favour of the Holy See under Henry, and the a 
formal petition in favour of the Holy See under 4 
Elizabeth. 

In 1534 the Church says to the State which at {" 
that moment signified the king, “Do not shut : { , 
out the Holy See.” but he does it in spite of r 
her. In 1go07 the Church says to the State now i 
represented by Parliament “Do not sanction 
marriage with a deceased wife's sister?” But 
the State does so notwithstanding. Is it) not 4 
substantially the same cause throughout? The Lee 
Church lost her freedom in’ the first) moment " f 
and we find her demanding it back again in : 
the second. Surely the true issue has been con- ft 
fused by the violent action of Henry and Eliz 4a 
abeth in the 16th century and, by the entirely bE 
unnatural ‘conditions which supervened in- the 
centuries which followed. , 

+3 


cation Movement are clearing the ground and 


so disclosing once again the true issue 


“Tt takes a soul 
To move a body It takes a high-souled man 
To move the masses even to a cleaner stve 
It takes the ideal to blow an inch aside 
The dust of the aetual.” 


—— i 


Life is a wrestle with the -devil, and only the 


frivolous think to throw him without taking off 
their coats.—J. \/. Barrie. 
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FRESH STUDIES IN “ANGLICAN CHURCH 
HISTORY 


By Rev. Arthur 





Whatham 





“WAS THE BRITISH CHURCH EVER WITHIN THE ROMAN 
PATRIARCHATE?” 





INCLUDING A REVIEW OF THE COUNCIL OF SARDICA, 
A. D. 343. 

Little, in his, “Reasons For Being a Churchman,” 
after informing us that when Augustine received the 
Archbishoprie of Canterbury, it was not as the lieu- 
tenant of the Roman Pontiff, quotes with general 
approval that it was, “as an independent bishop of a 
See ina country which had never been included in 
the Patriarchate of Rome,” but as the “Pupa alter 
ius Orbis.” In a note on the same page he further 
quotes, “What decides Patriarchal authority is” the 
And the Popes 
did not get this power, even in North Italy, till the 
days of Gregory the Great (p. 165) 

Unfortunately Litthe has proved too much by this 
last) quotation, since if Gregory the Great had the 


right of consecrating Metropolitans 


power of conseerating Metropolitans, as the quotation 
intimates, which power we are further told is that 
“which decides Patriarchal authority,” then in ordain 
ing Augustine as metropolitan of the newly founded 
Church of England, and especially in’ constituting him 
his viear for the whole of Britain, he was bringing 
England within the Roman Patriarchate. We do not 
overlook, however, Dr. Little's statement that) Augus- 
tine was net the heutenant of the Roman Pontiff, be 
ing an independent bishop. In another article of this 
series (Augustine the Founder of the Church of Eng 
land, and Viear of the Pope of Rome), we shall show 
the error of such a popular Anglhean view, since 
Nugustine ies the heutenant of the Pope, and no 
an independent bishop; while the previous British 
Church, and the new Chureh of the English, wer: 
both within the Roman Patriarchate 

Denny, in his, “Anghean Orders and Jurisdiction,’ 
p 223, tells us that, “No claim can be alleged on be 
half of the Pope as Patriarch of the West as distinet 
from papal claims— for jurisdiction over the English 
Chureh, for the Patriarchate of the West did not. in 
clude Britain.” 

We shall now proceed to show that both the Brit 
whoand knglish Churches were within the Roman 
Patriarchate, and were so apart from the papal claim 
of ceumenical bishop 

Puller, in his, “Primitive Saints and the See of 
Rome,” p45, referring to the canons of the Counc! 
of Sardica, A. DD. 343, says, “In whatever province 
they were received, they had the effect of aggregating 





| 


| 
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those provinces for certain purposes to what may now be 
called the Roman Patriarchate.” Alluding to the area 
within which these canons had effect, he says, “The new 
system applies only to the West. It is limited, local. 
It is therefore patriarchal, not papal” (p. 158). I am 
fully aware that Mr. Puller is referring to the system 
of ecclesiastical legislation established by the rescript 
of the Emperor Gratian acting on request of the Ro- 
man council of 378 (ib. p. 156). This council had 
asked that the civil authorities of Italf and Hlyricum 
might be empowered to compel refractory ecclestas- 
tics to comply with enactments then passed at this 
council. The Emperor did much more than was asked. 
With Italy and I[lyricum he threw in the whole 
Western empire, including Gaul, Britain, Spain and 
Africa. It has been claimed that “Jurisdiction de 
rived from Imperial rescripts would be ecclesiasti- 
cally invalid.” Doubtless if the matter of the fe 
scripts was without any ecclesiastical sanction. In the 
present instance Gratian’s rescript merely gave civil 
sanction to the logical outcome of deliberate eccle- 
siastical enactment by the very -provinees over which 
the Emperor's rescript was intended to have force. 
At the council of Sardica representatives from all 
these provinces had been present, and subscribed to 
the canons then assented to. This would include rep 
resentatives from the British Church, but as_ histo- 
rians have differed on this point, it were best for us 
to examine the matter for ourselves. 

Collier (Evel. His. Gt. Brit. Vol. 1. p. 69); Prebend- 
ary Baker (Lect. Ch. Eng. p. 83), say that Athanas- 
ius himself in his treatise against the Arians testifies 
to the presence of British bishops at this council. Hut 
ton (Short His. Cho in Gt. Brit. p. 2); Palmer (O- 
rigmes Liturgicae, Vol. 11, p. 263); Soames (Anglo- 
Saxon Ch. p. 27); Cutts (Turning Points of Eng. Ch 
flis. p. 15), say that British Bishops sat at the Coun 
cul of Sardica; while Haddan and Stubbs (C. and 
ED.) think that possibly they did; Perry (Student's 
keng. Ch. His. p. ©), says that British Bishops were 
either present at Sardica or signified afterwards their 
adhesion to its decrees; Bishop Short (//is. Eng. Ch 
Pp. 4), says that the presence of British Bishops at 
Sardica is more clearly established than’ their pres- 
ence at Nicaea; Jennings (Ecclesia Anglicana, p. 8), 
says, “it is not plain whether the British episcopate 
was personally represented or only expressed subse 
quent: concurrence; Overton (dis. Ch. Eng, Vol. 1 
P. &), says, with Wakeman (His. Ch. Eng., p. 12) 
merely that British Bishops assented to the decisions 
of Sardica; Hole (Early Mi$sions, p. 21), says that 
“the British Church made contact with the great Coun 
cils of Nicaea and Sardica, though not by attend- 
ance, receiving the decisions.” It is strange that with 
the work of Athanasius in question to refer to, schol- 


ars should have said that Athanasius expressly testi- 


castes 
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fies to the presence of British Bishops at Sardica. 
He does not mention the presence of British Bishops 
as such, but merely the presence of some thirty- 
four Bishops from Gaul. Bishop Browne (Ch. in 
These Islands Before Augustine, p. 72), says, “At the 
Council +of Sardica in 347, only the names of the 
Bishops are given, not their Sees. But fortunately 
the names of the Bishops are grouped in provinces. 
The province of the Gauls, that is, Gaul and Britain, 
had thirty-three (34), Bishops present. I ghink that 
any one who has studied the dates of the foundations 
of the French Bishoprics, will allow that to make up 
thirty-three (34), Bishops in 347 (343), several Brit- 
ish Bishops must have been included.” It would seem 
that it was not until A. D. 250, that the Sees of Tours, 
\rles, Narbonne, Toulouse, Paris, Auvergne and Lim 
oges, seven in all, were founded. The Sees of Bay- 
eux, Evreux, Constance, Seex, Avranches, Lisieux, 
Cambray, Laon, Amiens, Boulogne and Senlis, eleven 
in all, were founded after the date of the Council of 
Sardica. The Sees of Rouen, Tournay, Rheims, Sois 
sons, Beauvais, Chalons, six in all, were founded be 
tween A. D. 250, and the meeting of the Council of 
Sardica. Out of these twenty-four Sees, thirteen were 
in existence at the date of this Council, and eleven 
were not. Where were the remaining ten Sees loca 
ted which were wanted to make up Sees for these 
thirty-four bishops of the province of Gaul who at- 
tended the Council of Sardica? Lyons, we know pus- 


sessed a bishop at this time, who appears to have 
been present at Sardica. .The Sees of Autun, Dijon, 
Sesancon, and Langres may have been founded from 
Lyons before 343. This seems to complete the list 
of actual and possible Gallic Sees in 343, which leave 
tive to be accounted for. May not the five have been 
British Bishops? Britain was included under the ci 
vil jurisdiction of the prefect of the practorium of 
Gaul (Puller, ib. p. 158). LT have already referred to 
Bishop Browne as including Gaul and Britain in’ the 
one province of the Gauls, consequently, the Bishops 
of Gaul as mentioned in  Athanasius’s defence against 
the Arians may have included British Bishops. Pre 
suming, however, that they did not, is there any war 
rant for asserting that the British Bishops accepted 
the canons of Sardica, and in so doing became as 
Fr. Puller asserts, ineluded in the Roman Patriarchate. 
Bishop Collins (Beginnings of English Christianity p 
27), notes with approval Duchesne’s statement that 
“the Church of Roman Britain occupied precisely the 
same position with regard to the Roman See as did 
the Gallican) Church.” Indeed the British Church 
looked upon itself as a dependent daughter of | the 
Church of Gaul, so that what the Gallican Church a- 
a whole assented to, it is very evident that the Bri 
tish Church did likewise. I know that it is a cher- 
ished belief of many Anglican historians (Perry, War 








ren, Soames, Hole, Palmer), that the early British 
Church was of Eastern, and not of Western origin, 
derived from Asia Minor by way of Southern Gaul, 
where Greek colonists had taken up their abode at 
Marseilles, Lyons and Vienne. Others believe — that 
Apostles, or Apostolic men, preached the gospel and 
founded the Christian Church in Britain. In the pre- 
ceding article of this series (The Origin of the Brit 
ish Church) | have discussed this subject in’ detail. 
Here, therefore, | need only say that the facts point 
not to the Graeco-Gallic, but to the Romano-Gallic 
Church as being the mother of the early British 
Church, so that the early British Church is of West 
ern and not of Eastern origin. Says Jennings (Ec- 
clesia Anglicana, p. 6), “The subsequent relationship 
of the British Church to the Gallican Church suggests 
that the former looked upon the latter as the Mother 
Church.” Says Overton (Ch. of Eng. p. 4), “Cir- 
cumstances point to Gaul as the most likely source 
of British Christianity. Indeed the British Church in 
its earlier days seems to have regarded itself as a 
sort of dependent branch of the Gallican Church, and 
at the Council of Arles, A. D. 314, its bishops were 
reckoned as amongst those from Gaul. Prof. Zim- 
mer (Charly Celtic Church, p. 4), says, “Sufficient ree- 
ords exist to show that throughout the fourth cen- 
tury there was a well organized Christian Church in 
Britain, which stood in constant touch with the Church 
es on the Continent, especially with the Gallican 
Church, and regarded itself as an active member of 
that body.” In 378, when the Emperor Gratian gave 
to the Roman Synod the far reaching reseript already 
mentioned, Britain was included under the civil ju 
risdiction of the prefect of the praetorium of Gaul” 
(Puller, ib. p. 158) 

Dr. He. OK. Carrolls annual review of the status of 
the various religious bodies in the United States, in 
The Christian Advocate, shows for 1907 a gain in com 
municants of 627,546 over the preceeding year, and a 
total of 32,083,156. The gain is less than that of the 
preceding year, 921,740. tle counts 830,65) “Protestant 
Episcopalians.” “To the Roman Catholes he gives 
11,645.405, which is over 2,000,000 less than the 
total recorded in the Catholic Directory The Metho 
dists have, according to him, 6,000,784; the Baptists 
3.244.305; the Lutherans 2,022,603; the Presbyterians 
1,821,504; the Disciples 1,285,123. Noo other religous 
body counts over 1,000,000) communicants. He notes 
as an “interesting development” the conseeration of a 
negro priest by the Greek Patriarch at Constantinople 
for work at Philadelphia —/he Churchman, 


One must be severe Life ms severe, God is severe, 


The foolish Virgins were only a little careless and 
lazy, but they were shut out. 
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\MONG OUR EXCHANGES: 

The Rev. Paul James Francis, 5. .\., and the 
Rev. Spencer Jones, M. A., have in colabora- 
tion written a book, entitled “The Prince of the 
Apostles.” (Lamp Publishing Co., Garrison, 
N. Y.) 

The authors of this scholarly volume are ac- 
credited clergymen of the Anglican or Episco- 
pal Chureh, and have brought to the compita- 
tion of their work an impartiality and erudition 
rarely to be met with in historical and contro- 
versial books. 

The authors, after an impartial examination 
of the legal documents, a critical study of the 
four Gospels and the acts of the Apostles, after 
thoroughly sifting and examining the evidence 
submitted by the Fathers and the decrees of the 
post-Nicene Councils, are more than persuaded 

they are convinced—that the Primacy of Pe- 
ter and his suecessors, the Roman lontiffs, 
among the bishops of Christeridom, is an es- 
tablished fact. We trust we are not taking lib- 
erties with their own views, or with the works 
with which they are very familiar, if we add 
that the authors have proved, for the Roman 
Pontitfs, not only the Primacy, but the Suprem- 
acy and Infallibility, and in’ the supernatural 
order the necessity of all three. They have al- 
so shown in the divine economy the wisdom of 
this triple alliance. 

It is impossible, or seemingly so, for any hon- 
est man to read carefully Count Joseph de Mais- 
tre’s learned work, “Le Pape.” and this last and 
erudite) contribution towards Christian union, 





“The Prince of the Apostles,” without being | 


satistied that the verdict of impartiality is de 


livered and the case closed in favor of the Popes. | 


The reverend gentlemen) modestly term their 
book, with its accumulation of facts and logi- 
cal argument, “A study.” It is more. Tt) is 


a learned compilation, it is a consolidation of | 


proofs, a digest of the voluminous writings on | 


the position of the successor of St. Peter face 
to face with all heresy and schism. The aim ot 
the writers is directed towards a corporate re- 


union of Christians doctrinally and morally. but 


the main purpose in the mind of the authors, 
we take it, is to help in the return of the Church 
of England to her old allegiance. And they are 
right. If the great heart, bright brains and 
strong manhood of the Church of England 
would return to the one fold and one shepherd, 
it would, under God, be of incalculable help in 
the fierce war now raging between the forces 
fighting in defence of an undivided Christianity 
against the troops of an organized and oath- 
hound atheism. All heresy, all infidelity; con- 
sciously or not, is an ally of atheism. The his- 
toric and = imperishable Catholic Church—the 
Rock of Ages—alone, for nearly two thous- 
and years, has saved Europe from submersion 
and tlung back the tidal waves of the sea of hu- 
man passions and human errors. Remove the 
rock and all is lost. There would have to oc- 
cur an impossibility, a second Redemption. 

\fter more than three centuries of irritation, 
it is time that England and Rome should come 
to an understanding. 

It is impossible that men of the sincerity, the 
honesty and intelligence of the advocates of 
this Providential movement towards reconcilia- 
tion and unity can remain forever away from 
their own home. It is not the will of God or the 
praver of our divine Lord would be above our 
understanding. The one fold is theirs as much as 
it is ours, for the one shepherd gave his lite for 
us all, that we may all be one: “As thou, Fa- 
ther in me and T in Thee, that they also may be 
one in Us.” 

The’ Primacy of Peter is proved, and unless 
God himself returned to earth we cannot add 
anything more to a fact that has been with the 
human race for nineteen hundred years. The 
existence of the Chair of Peter for nineteen cen- 
turies ought alone to convince the intellect of 
honesty that it is no human institution. Digitus 
Det est hic (The hand of God is here). 

So wonderful a thing, calculated to arrest at- 
tention everywhere, ought to particularly im- 
press itself on the Anglo-Saxon mind, to which 
repose is punishment. During this period of 
long duration the Church of God enjoyed not 


one day's peace; she was the target for syllo- 
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gism in the last century, she is the butt for epi- 
gram in this. In every century, in Europe, and 
on the fields of foreign missions, the victims for 
the scaffold, the stake and the fire were’ torn 


from her side. “And yet,” writes James \n- 


thony Froude, in his “Revival of Romanism,” 
“in spite of all this, perhaps by means of it, as 
a kite rises against the wind, the Roman Cath- 
olic Church has once more shot up inte visible 
and practical consequence.” 

God speed you, gentlemen, in your most mer- 
itorious work. As vou know, better perhaps 
than IT, heresy is dissolving into materialism, 
much of it has decomposed in our own day. God 
and His imperishable Church are calling all sin- 
cere, all upright and honest men to the war which 
is now on between Christianity in its integrity, 
and unbelief in its solidarity. Give us back the 
\nglican Church, with its manhood, its learn- 
ing and its manly clergymen, and we'll conquer 
the world for Christ—The Intermountain Cath- 
olic. 


WHAT ONE PRIEST DID 

People who are yearning for better social and polit 
ical conditions and get no further than vearning, 
would do well to read “One Man and His Town,” in 
the January MeCrure’s 

“A mile from the town of Bangor, in the Pennsyl- 
vania mountains, and but a few miles from the fa 
mous Water Gap, in a region of slate-quarries and 
rich, productive farms—the Moravian country—lives 
an Italian priest ina real Italian town. The priest 
is the Rev. Pasquale de Nisco, and his town is Roseto 
named after Roseto in the Italian province of Fogg’a, 
from which most of the carly settlers came 

“Father de Nisco came to ‘Eyetalian Town’ when 
it was the terror of neighboring villages and the des- 
pair even of the Catholic Church, 

“L asked Father de Nisco where he had broken in 
for betterment—what was the very first thing he tried 
I tried 
to improve all their conditions—homes, labor, the, 
I tried to start 
it all going at once,’ he added, ‘for |T knew it would be 
slow.” 


to accomplish—and he answered ‘Everything " 


Church, social conditions—everyvthing 


In ten vears, however, this priest, single-handed, has 
transformed the collection of shacks to a town, and 
reared hundreds of American citizens there 

Of this town, which contains today more than 2,000 
inhabitants, Father de Nisco is the de facto mayor, 


building inspector, health department and arbiter of 
all questions relating to secial conditions or business 
undertakings. He is also the chief of the police force, 
the president of the labor union, the founder of most 
of the clubs—social, literary, musical, theatrical, ben 
evolent—and organizer of the famous brass band, 
pride of the town 

Father de Nisco gave his first demonstration as a 
secial reformer by himself cleaning out the under- 
brush from the cemetery and making a park of it 
tefore his time Roseto was notorious for poverty, 
dirt and the stiletto. Tt is now assessed at $175,000, 
the citizens save their pennies for porcelain baths, and 
banks gladly lend them monev. Father de Nsco 
preaches: 

“You are law-abiding, self-respecting American cit- 
ivens; build comfortable, substantial American) homes 
fit for American citizens.” 

As they could hardly do this on wages of So cents 
a day, the priest urged them to strike, he himself bear 
ing the brunt of the fight. He says: 

“LT borrowed $300, planted myself early in the read 
leading to the works, and with my pockets bulging 
with 300 $1.00 bills T stopped every strike breaker, sav- 
ing, ‘where are you going?’ 

“Oh, Father—please—I cannot be idle! Mezise 
I have got so many little children, and nothing to eat 
in the house,” answered the first man 

“How much do you get?’ 

“Sixty cents.’ 

“*There is a dollar for vou-——and get back home as 
fast as your legs can carry vou!” 

Day after dav he stood there in’ the road —their 
priest and their union's president—-and sent his men 
hack to the ranks till the bosses gave ino The union 
won, The men went back to the quarries to work 
\nd the 
$1.50 was the beginning of Roseto’s prosperity, the 
foundation of Roseto’s wealth 


nine hours for a living wage- a $1.50 a day 


The times need more men of this stamp. It isa 
story every good citizen should read—The Tidings 


When the Anglican pastor of an English winter re- 
sort learned that the Kaiser was to spend a Sanday 
there recently, he inquired what form of service would 
be acceptable to his Lutheran Majesty. The Emperor 
expressed a wish that the morning praver should be 
shortened and that the hymn “Great God, what do I 
see and hear?” popularly known as) Luther's hymn 
should be sung Had Lord Halifax heen present we 
can imagine he would have joined in the singing of the 
above devout exclamation quite as heartily as the 
Kaiser is reported to have done though perhaps ina 
The Casket 


somewhat different sense 


For the family tircle subserihe to Rose Leaves. Wt 


is a Cathalie gem 
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EDITOR'S MAIL BAG 
CARDINAL NEWMAN AND MODERNISM 


Sirs There has been some correspondence recently 
on the subject of Modernism, and of the relation of 
Modernism to the writings of Newman. One layman 
goes so far as to say that the Eneyelical of Pius X 
expressly put forth to counteract and condemn Mod 
ernism will be found to deny every characteristic pro 
position of Newman's. A sweeping generalization 
which we consider to be a very long wav from correct 
And a distinguished Roman Catholic Eeclesiastic im 
plies the same thing and says that whether Newman 
would have liked to hear the inferences that are be- 
ing drawn from his own writings or not the inferences 
are certainly just. We do not agree here either 
Meantime one consideration which goes to the root of 
the whole matter has been left) out of account, and 
that is, that, granting Newman's characteristic posi 
tions are involved in’ the condemnation—an assump- 
tion that we allow merely for the sake of argument. 
and not because we assent to it-—this would not mean 
a condemnation of Newman himself. For the broad 
distinction between Newman and so many who are 
just now speaking in bis name is that he express 
submitted all he wrote to the judgment of the Chureh 
And in regard te the Pssay on) Development which 
tures so largely in the controversy and of which. so 
many speak as if it were a matter of life and death 
to Newman, bis own words about four vears after 
the Essay appeared should be read and pondered 

Writing to the Bishop of La Rochelle in’ February, 
so) Newman sated “As far as the success of the 
hook as coneerned, Tam om noe wavs anxious, leaving 
Hf it be Elis will to make 
use of the hypothesis of development and to turn. it 


evervthing in God's hands 


te the defence of His Church, PE shall never cease to 
praise His holy name. Tf, on the other hand, He sees 
it is net avalible for His glory, T bow, without. re 
* * * Tt is, from the 
bottom of my heart that PT submit what | have writ 
ten to the judgment of the Church. When T com. 
posed my work TE had net the happiness of being of 


gret, to TPlis supreme wall 


the mumber of her children The book therefore, is 
hut ao omere essay; it does but enter upon a subject 
scarcely mooted up to our days, and of such extreme 
delicacy that one hardly dare handle it) 1 cannot, 
then. but be thankful to those who are good enough 
fe pomt out te ome any pertions of my work which 
(Cardinal Newman 
\ Monograph, po 6s.) Prom this it is plain that New 


ippear ote them ambigueus.” 


man’s essay was put ferward as possibly one defence 
f the Church not as the one only ground on which 
he could submit te it 


So true is this that he could say he was ready te 


‘bow and submit” if the attempt was “not available” 
for God's glory. 

Some of the leading modernists, on the other hand, 
egin. by asserting that their position is a direct and 
‘ust inference from Newman's, and then go on to 
speak as if a condemnation of Newman's Essay would 
cut away the entire ground from = their feet. What 
ver else may be said of this it cannot be pretended 
that such an attitude would have commended itself to 
“ewman, And as far as the language of contempt 
that some of these writers use towards Pius X it is 
an insult to assume that the Cardinal would have 
viven any countenance to that 


Modernism is a question that concerns us all, and 
Newman's vuame and writings are held in’ ad 
miration wherever they are known; and there 
fore we make no apology for this comment. It 
is a mistake even to imply that Newman's one only 
ground upon which he made his change was that of 
“development.” Liddon understood this‘ when he said 
in one of his university. sermons that the hypothesis 
was put forward to meet a difficulty by one who on 
ther grounds accepted the Papal position. Provok 
ing words no doubt may have been said on both sides 
n the recent controversy, and many who have desired 
-incerely to lend intellectual support to those in a con 
dition of mental distress have no doubt smarted under 
what has seemed to them a hopeless attitude of non 
hossumus, but as regards the anonymous writers at 
last we miss that very tone and attitude which New 
man would have been the first to sav is indispensable 
to a knowledge of the truth. To these particular 
writers in their present mood such characteristic phra 
ses from Newman as we have quoted must sound 
strange indeed and almost unwelcome. 

“From the bottom of my heart T submit’—"T how, 
without reeret, to His supreme will’—"“As far as the 
success of the hook ts concerned lam in Tho WAVS ANN 
ious, leaving everything in God's hands.” 

To the temper of anonymous modernism language 
of this kind is seareely congenial 

Srencer Jones 
IN RF AN ENGLISH UNIAT CHURCH, 
Rev. and Dear Father: 

The articles of Canon Wirgman and of “Caris- 
brooke” in the February Lame are very interesting 
It is not of any great consequence to Carisbrooke’s ar 
wiment, but vou may like to know that the Mosara 
Iic Rite is the only liturgy used in the Cathedral of 
Cordova—not on a single Altar, as in Toledo. Then, 
too, the Dominicans have a special rite of their own 
vhich differs considerably from the Roman Rite. The 
Carmelites also have a special Rite and. for aught I 


‘new ‘to the contrary, some others of the older Or- 


lers may have their own Rites which have never been 














% VT OMNES UNUM SINT & 63 E 














k 
; . s H 
interfered with by the Holy See. In fact the Holy We shall never deny our Orders, and we cannot ac 
See once forbade a former Cardinal Archbishop of cept, as a fact, the theory that a man cannot be a 
Milan, Locatelli, to change the Ambrosian Rite of | Catholic unless he is in) visible communion with the 
certain Churches of his diocese into the Roman Rite and Holy See. We cannot deny the validity of the East : 
Leo, the late Pope, compelled the Lazarists or Vin ern Orders and Sacraments any more than we can 
centians to adopt the Slavonic Rite in the archdio leny our own, and we cannot believe that the flow of 5 ; 
cese of Antivari, when that city and its district had sacramental grace is checked, or even hindered. by | ' 
been cut off from the diocese of Scutari and given to the interruption of visible communion with the Sec t ; 
Montenegro at the last Russo-Turkish war. This was ff Peter : 
¢ done at the request of the new ruler of Antivart, the Politics have severed other nations from the Holy j 
Prince of Montenegro. The United Sees of -Antivari | See besides the English people. Spain. France, and é 
and Seutari had always used the Roman Rite  pre- Scotland during part of the Middle Ages, were forced 2 
vious to the time T mention. It may be a source ot | by their rulers to acknowledge the Anti-Pope of Av- ‘4 
comfort and encouragement to you and those who ignon, instead of the true Pope of Rome \re we to ' t 
work with you to know. this believe that there was no valid Catholic life in France, 
PELLEGRINO RomANo Spain, and Scotland, during the period when thes i 
7 ; onsen : were out of communion with Rome? Mgr. Cronin 6 
MONSIGNOR CRONIN AND THE PRINCE OF THE APOSTLES would not venture to make such a statement in face 4 
Fo the Editor of rue Lame: , ' of the fact that S. Vineent Ferrer, a canonized saint 
Drak Sir: History has repeated itself. The most godt aeak alied aut of conandaion Wh te Visle Sew : 
° . « Pd 
determined foes of corporate reunion have always and in communion with the Anti-Pope. §. Chrysos 
heen the English speaking adherents of the Holy See | tom died out of communion with Rome, and S. Mel ry 
In the time of Charles I and Laud the Roman dele | etius of Antioch was out of commumton with Rome. 
wate Parizzi was thwarted in all his delicate NekO- | when he presided at the Ecumenical Couneil of Con- ; 
tiations for reunion hy the Jesuits of the English Mis stantinople in A. D. 381. The fact that S. Meletius if 
sion The condemnation of the A P. l C. by Car | died out of communion with Rome did not hinder him i 
4 dinal Patrizi in tbs was the work of Cardinal Man- from being acknowledged as a Saint by the Holy Sec 
ning’s entourage Cardinal Vaughan in like manner, of eas eek mware that Mar, Cronin: woald nev “title c 
procured the condemnation of Anglican Orders in | heed isda ictal callin ‘aaeW ax O hank ack: ; 
Ros, after an examination which no canonist or litur- | duced. He represents a very narrow school of thought ‘3 
ical schatar could consider reasonable or exhaustive within the Roman Communion, who are more or less : 
Father Ethelred Taunton and Father Carson have both | in sumpathy with Cardinal Manning's famous dictum a : 
effectively disposed of the idea that this decision is | that the appeal to history is treason. We must re. 
final or irrevocable. And now we have Mgr. Cronin, | member ourselves, and cause others to remember, that 
another English speaking champion of the Holy See, | we have two facts which underlie every effort: which f 
writing a review of “The Prince of the Apostles” con |. make towards the corporate reunion of Christendom 
ceived upon the narrowest and = most unreasonable | -ppyy first is the absolute validity of our Orders and 
lines. To be told at this time of the day, that the | Sacraments. And the second, which is the* logical f 





pathway of mdizvidual submission to the Holy See S| consequence of the first, is that we can live, as Cath 
the only method of reunion left open to Anglicans, is 


a reductio ad absurdum, which the most ardent-advo 


olies in: communion with the See of Canterbury, until 
such time as God may be pleased te full our Lord's : 
cates of corporate re-union amongst Anglicans can High Priestly Praver “uf omnes unum sit” 

never tolerate. Mgr. Cronin writes from the usual | io Weswax. BD D P 
standpoint of the English speaking hinderers of cor- | Resahidiensiend 


porate reunion. Behind him lies history—a_ history 


f Port Elizabeth 


, > ‘ . St. Marv'’s Reetory, 
of which English people are ashamed—the history | seh Stile : 

: ‘ = P ‘ or chvabeth, 
of Elizabeth's persecution of the Seminary priests, S Afric 
. . Ca 
and the Penal Laws. Under the pressure of persecu- 


tion, English) speakiftg Roman Catholics have learnt 


A REVLY TO CARISEROOKE 


for the past 300 vears to write of Anglicans as Mgr. | . 
. . ° ° . . | ‘ . ; 
Cronin has written. They must unlearn this evil and | The Editor of Tie Lane ' 

uncharitable style of writing, as Father Carson did, to | Dear Sir As vou have inserted an article eriticis s 


some purpose in his “Re-union Essays.” Anglicans | ig by name a statement made by ome, FE claim in jus 


tice a right to reply. T believe the attempt to form 


have a good deal to unlearn as well, but this facet can- | Cae 
not blind those who are working for reunion to the Uniate Church unwise, cowardly, distrustfint of God 

fact that Mgr. Cronin writes as an irreconc'lable | ind criminal, and one that would not have God's 7 
We shall pursue our course without discouragement Messing, and would eventually dissolve 7: 
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It is said in reply that Rome has accepted Uniate 
Churches, which retained their own rite, and came 
under the papal supremacy and rule 

There are marked differences, however, between 
these bodies and any Uniate formation that might be 
attempted among ourselves. The Easterns submitted 
to Rome as organized bodies, and went over with bish- 
ops and clergy, churches and congregations 

Now it is not in accord with ordinary wisdom te 
suppose that any of our bishops would join in’ any 
the 
Papacy. We do not propose to put ourselves in’ the 


movement which involved their submission. te 


position of our brother Roman bishops whose elec 
tien depends on the Pope, who may be removed at 
any time by the papal action (or that which governs 
it), or have the exercise of our powers doled out te 
its a few years at a time 

We thank God our reformers delivered us from this 
monarchical, papal rule, and like the Eastern Churches, 
we are free from it 

It would be as likely that free England would tear 
up its Pill of Rights and return in its government to 
the despotism of the Tudors as that our Anglican 
lishops would ever submit to the Papacy 

Again, the clergy who wished to join this Uniate 
movement, could not as Easterns did, take their 
churches and church property along with them, Our 
church property is held for the most part by trustees 
of the Dioceses, who could not and would not. part 
with if for any such purpose. Tf not so held, yet 
Where a portion of the parish, thongh a minority, did 
not wish to secede, the law would give them the use 
of the building, according to the terms of its conseera 
tion, and the vestry would elect a new pastor. With 
out choreh boildings and church institutions, — the 
cheme ts not a practical or wise one 

Ngain, in these Eastern Uniate Churches, Rome 
made no objection to their orders. She has pronounced 
ours te be invalid) She cannot contradict herself. Unlike 
the Kastern Uniate priests, ours would have to sub- 
mit) ote ordination The Roman Ordinal does not 
admit of a conditional one, and with the papal decree 
denying our priesthood, a conditional reception could 
not be allowed To deny thus one’s orders and saera- 
ments ts a sacrilegtions, that is. a criminal act. For a 
priest te say by his action that he has never received 
the Holy Ghost in Confirmation, is to sin against the 
Joly Ghost Toosay he has never validly offered the 
Holy Saeritiee, and received the Body and Blood of 
our Lord, is Tike Peter to denw Christ. [s it: not one 
fothe greatest of all spiritual sins and fraught with 
+ deadly criminality * 

Ngan, is it toe severe a condemnation of this pro. 
posed secession te sav it ts distrustful of God? Con 
sider the whole course of the Anglican Church from 
the Reformation. How wonderfully it has been pro. 





tected. How wonderfully the Faith has been pre- 
served. How marvelous has been the revival in the 
last century, The melancholy apostrophy of Newman 
has been reversed, and the Church is again “the Moth- 
er of Saints, the nurse of the Heroic.” She is putting 
on her beautiful garments. She is recovering her an- 
cient heritage of the Catholic Faith, If men took 
courage in the dark days of the fifties, how faithless 
and distrustful is it now for any to doubt of God's 
Presence and Blessing on our Church. 

Consider, moreover, the injury that will be done to 
the Cause of Christ and to a great number of Chris- 
tiani men and women whose hearts would be stabbed 
and faith impaired. A large number of Churchmen 
would not follow the movement. It would not = in 
spire confidence. Most would say the old Church with 
its sacraments is good enough for me. But the heares 
of many would be made sore, and some of them would 
lose hold of the Faith. The harm Newman's secession did 
was the removal of a barrier against rationalism, 
which, when he and others withdrew, surged in like 


a flood. Tis curate, Mark Patterson, became a 


leader of the Broads. So with many of his follow 
ers. It would be so with us. Many losing faith in 
the Catholic position, there would be a great increase 
in the unbelieving, rationalistic and  Broadchurch 
spirit. And who would he responsible for it? Who? 
Those who deserted their posts. God has promised 
His blessing to us as He did to St. Paul. “But unless 
these abide in the ship, ye cannot be saved.” Tt is an 
awful responsibility these seceders will take. They 
would command neither confidence nor respect. They 
would go out with the brand of their criminality upon 
them, as deposed priests. What devout or wise 
Churchman would want to join them? The move 
ment would he a miserable failure 

And for what reason would this unwise, impractical, 
faithless, criminal action be taken? In order to get 
away from the differences in our Church? From the 
general convention’s late action about lav addresses 
to he given hy the bishop's permission on special oc- 
casions? From the tendencies of the broad school 
which are inconsistent with our scholastic theology? 
Because there are some heretics among us? Granting, 
as T elsewhere have, all that can be said, our Church 
has net apostatised, or altered the Praver Book, and 
until she has done that, we have no excuse for leav 
ing her. Tf there are difficulties and trials and errors. 
the more cowardly it is to run ateay 

\s a matter of fa 





the Holy Spirit has presented 

to our Church the issue whether it would become Prot- 

estant or Catholic, and there has been a growing ac- 

ceptance of  Catholicity There is therefore no 

righteous excuse for leaving her and trying to form 
Uniate Church 


I venture to prophesy that no Uniate movement 























would succeed. It is the outcome of the Protestant 
spirit of making a schism when one does not like 
things. The Pro-Romans could not and do not agree 
among themselves as to their proposed liturgy, some 
wanting King Edward's book, which would surely be 
an unpopular service, others wanting a rite in Latin, 
which language they have begun to use in their offices. 
Rome governed by policy would not want a body, that 
in this country, by its married clergy and English ser- 
vice, would cause dissatisfaction in its own Church, 
It would have consistently to demand submission to 
her full claim. She would not allow men to join her, 
who put, as | know of Pro-Romans doing, their own 
interpretation on the Vatican decrees. There 1s no 
raison d'etre for a body that would stand between 
\nglican Catholicism and Romanism, for the points 
of difference would be too small, and great causes in 
politics and religion are not determined by fine points. 
Ihe world would say, be one thing or another, Angli- 
can or Roman, but do not try to split the difference 

And would God's blessing be on the movement? 
Rather His condemnation. I believe those who ted 
it would be in a grave risk of losing their own souls, 
for it would not only be unwise and cowardly and 
distrustful, but criminally wicked, and it would break 
up. 

Pro-Romans seemingly make two mistakes. They 
make too much of the causes for depression and make 
an idol of reunion. Now God has made no promise 
that a lost union of the Church should ever be re 
stored. In insisting on it as necessary to the Church's 
work of saving souls, it is dictating to Almighty God 

Then, too, they put their own interpretation on the 
Vatican decrees and argue they may accept them and 
yet loyally remain where they are, under bishops whose 
orders and jurisdiction they do not deny. But accord 
ing to Roman authorities the Pope is “the Source and 
Fountain of all jurisdiction.” If so, they cannot law- 
fully remain under bishops who have not received their 
Murisdiction from him. It is oan illogical position, 
therefore, and one full of uncertainty and unrest. 

C. C.-Grarron, 
Bishop of Fond du Lac 





\ CONSTITUTIONAL PAPACY 

le the Editor of Tie Lane 
Revo and Dear Father I am sorry that my letter 
should have introduced a discordant note; it was far 


trom my mind to wish te write in a “caustic” tone 


Mo oseems to me that we shall not carry many, es- 
pecially of the laity, with us, nor even the respect of 
t Romans themselves, if we belittle our own Church 
Surely Reunion, if it is to come about Cas we all wish 


Homay in God's good time), must invelve a certain 
mount oof “give and take” on either side; else it: be- 
comes a tame submission to Rome on her own terms 
We cannot quite erush all our reasoning powers, on 
such an all-important matter as this; nor can we ac- 
ept the dictum of Cardinal Manning (a very con- 
vement one, on Ultramontane principles), that) “an 
ppeal to history is treason.” 


lhe present policy of Kome in France, and the 
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tendency to stifle all religious enquiry, does not. in- 
spire ordinary people with a conviction even of human 
wisdom, still less of Divine Infallibilitvy, on the part of 
the Papacy. 

We Jong for Unity, but we must not purchase it at 
the cost of our COMSCICntIOuUS Convictions as ta the 
Truth. 1 am, 

Yours sincerely, 
kk. ‘THoyts 
Jan. 14th 
THE GENESIS OF THE OPEN 
Nothing is more characteristic of the 


PULPII 

leadership of 
Bishop Brent than his connection with the canon by 
which the recent General Convention perplexed and 
souls. The Convention ar 
rived in’ Richmond without a thought of the Nine 
teenth Canon 


pained SO MANY Sensitive 


Only one clerical deputy out of a hun- 
dred, and not even one lay deputy, outside the Com- 
mittee on Canons, could have told what the Nine 
teenth Canon was about. They had no more idea of 
pulpits than they had of 
Hlouse of Bishops. But 


opening — the opening the 
found them- 
selves listening to the unanimous report of a commut- 
tee proposing to take off all the pulpit doors, and to 


invite into those sacred places our Christian brethren 


suddenly they 


not of our Commumon, That was the 
and the debate upon it was conducted almost entirely 
by men of whom one would have predicted that their 


proposition ; 


sturdiest speeches would have gone against it. They 
seemed to desire it, and the House of Deputies agreed 
with them by a majority which before the Conven 
tion would have appeared unpossible. A curtous tact, 
perceptible in the debate, was that this desire had al- 
ready possessed the souls of the deputies. They brought 
wt with them into the House 
Where did they get 1 lhey said afterwards that 
they got it from an address made at a meeting of the 
Church Unity Society by Bishop Brent. Some of them 
described the effect) produced upon ther minds and 
souls as a kind of conversion The address te which 
they had attended had lifted the whole matter of re 
lationship between the Churches, out of the miry field 
of ecclesiasticism inte the hewhts of religion. 
Ihey saw the whele thing im a new light | sand to 
Bishop Brent the other day What did you savoim 
that speech which converted Dr. biske, of Providence, 
and Mr. Pepper, of Philadelphia, and twenty other 
strong and good men, and suggested the amendment 
of the Nineteenth Canon?” tle satd “L told) them 
what To had seen in the Philippines. [P deseribed the 
work done there in the name of God and im the love 
of Jesus Christ this Son for the good of the souls 
of men. And I told them that to deny the presences 
and the blessing of God in such muinistrations as te 
deny the Holy Ghost.” That is what did at. An ear 
nest Bishop om a omission teld had worked beside his 
brethren there and had seen God wath them Hle had 
mvited some of them ante the pulpit of his cathedral 
ind had heard the word of God spoken by them. Tle 
had learned a great truth, and what he beheved te 
spoke with all franknes And the result 
pulpit. to other Christian 
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WHO WROTE THE ENCYCLICAL? 


Such is the question which the enemy is just now 


assiduous in proposing It may be answered by an 


other: Who wrote the one on the Labor Question en- 
titled Reram Novarum? Every one will say, Leo XU 
In the same way, Pius X, wrote the Pascendi. ‘lo 
deny it would be to assert that an architect did not 
build the house because he did not lay the bricks. La 
Croix has seme interesting details on the subject 
When Leo NITE determined to give to the world 


his famows letter, he summoned around him the most 


eminent men, whose competency in thitt particular 
matter Was meontestable. Results of individual re 
search were also sent spontaneously from all parts of 
the world. When he was theroughly acquainted with 
all this accumulated material, it was classitied and ar- 
ranged by bis secretaries and when the question was 
sufficiently claritied he chose a man whom he judged 
best qualitied to grasp and interpret his thought, and 
contided to him the editing of the tirst draft of the 
document That man was Cardinal Zighara; but no 
one attributed to Zighara the authorship of the Re 
rum Novarum, nor te Myr. ‘Tarozi, the Secretary of 
Latin Letters, te whom the text, after being touched 
and re-touched by the Pontiff, was tinally committed. 

In the same way was the /’uscendi written. It is an 
insult, whielk should be indignantly resented, to say 
that the present great Ponuff is incapable of such a 
work, As a curate and parish priest, he was known 
tor his persistent study of scholastic theology: be- 
commng Bishop oof Mantua, he found his seminary im 
the condition 1 


which some of the French ones were 
previews te ther suppression. and he constituted him 
self professor of theology. as Patriarch of Vemice he 


orgamived the t 





vintons of young theologians for spec 
tal studies, and othe patriarchal palace was thrown 
open fer ther assemblies The very tirst subject that 
came up tor comsideration in those reunions was 
Loisw’s Church and the Gospel, which was refuted 
wd condemned = When Loss published his second 
beok, “Nuteur dun petit lnvre”” Pros NX had need of 
neoone to shew ham its character, and it was quickly 
condemmed as absolutely in opposition to the Catholic 
baith This condemmation immediately provoked the 


ery that the Pope was hostile te serenee, and this same 


ceeusation oso the burden of the  Modernists’ com- 
phont That ther writings were tilled with) error 
was clear enough te any one, because of the disast- 
reus consequences they ivelyed, and they might have 
heen condemned outright for that reason. But to cut 


the ground from under ther feet, the Pope subjected 
Wother books te a therough, setentitie examination, 
sooaus net merely te amdteate their eval tendeneres, but 
ooshow the principles on which they were based, and 


trom which they were evolved, and how 


such princi- 
ples, though some of the writers themselves did not 





suspect it, ran through all their works. For that pur- 
pose, just as in the case of Rerum Novarum, the most 
competent and eminent men in the Church were made 
use of, and notwithstanding the multiplying disasters 
which those heretical teachings were causing every- 
where while the investigation was going on, the scru- 
tiny continued for three entire years. The work was 
a great one, so much so that the combined analyses of 
ill those Modernist works form a huge volume. All 
this work was inaugurated by the Pope; he suggested 
the method; he followed its execution, and in propor- 
tion as it was evolved he made himself thoroughly 
master of it throughout, and it was due to him that 
the common traits of the various Modernist books 
were brought to light, and their formal principles 
clearly enunciated. When this” preliminary analysis 
was finished, the whole was synthesized, and when 
the synthesis was completed, the Ponitfeal Secretary 
of Royal Letters, Mgr. Sardi, put it into Latin. But 
it would be ridiculous to say that the document. is 
Mer. Sardi’s work, or that it is to be attributed to 
any of the distinguished men who participated in its 
elaboration. Finally it may not be out of place to 
note that the age which boasts of its science, objects 
to this Papal document on the score of science, al- 
though in its production the most scientific methods 
have been adopted 

The rancor it has evoked is due to the fact that it 
has ent Catholic thought clean away from all the theo 
logical and philosophical errors which was over 
whelming it, and has assured the existence of a 
healthy Modernism and a genuine progresa—The 
Vessenger 


RELIGIOUS STATISTICS. 

Until t§8o it was hardly possible to give more than 
a Vague guess at the number of Catholics in the whol 
world, but in that vear Father Werner made studies 
which permitted him toe form the conclusion that. the 
Catholic population of the globe was about 217,000,000 
In ior an Official Bulletin of Statistics was published 
here in Rome which put the figure at 238,000,000, but 
the latest statistics recently compiled by Streit in’ the 
Itlas of Catholic Missions give 265,000,000. The follow- 
ing table will give an idea of the distribution and com 
parative numerical strength of the Catholic Church and 
of the various seets that profess Christianity: 


Catholics Protestants Greek Church 

_ (of all sects) (with its sects) 

Lurope 177,700,000 97,295,000 99,000,000 
Asia ......+.. $1,985,000 1,925,000 15,225,000 
\irtea. Ss 3,005,000 1,665,000 3,000,000 


America 
Australia 


71,350,000 
1,090,000 





Total 265,000,000 167,000,000 118,000,000 


Phe total number of Christians in the world is, 
therefore, about 550,000,000, The Jews are given. as 
1t,0g0,000, “The religion of Brahma and the differ- 
ent ancient cults of Ind’a include about 222,000,000, 
the Buddhists are about 120,000,000, the Confucian- 
‘ists of China about 233,000,000, the Taoists and Shin- 
teists of Japan about 40,000,000, idolaters, mostly in 
\irica, about 145,000,000, Some three millions of the 
human race are given as being of no religion —Rome. 
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BOOK NOTES. 


We have received from E. P. Dutton The Disciple of 
a Saint, by Vida D. Seudder. Miss 
ready well known to the lovers of St 


Scudder is al 

Catherine of 
Siena for her valuable work in translating and edit 
ing the letters of the Saint. “The Disciple of a Saint” 
Neri, di Landoecio 
dei Pagliaresi, of whom the preface says: “The sub- 
ject of this imaginary biography is not imaginary; not 


is a young Sienese, Raniero, or 


only the existence, but sundry details concerning the 
character and career of Raniero are known to history 

: He was one of her (St. Catherine's) 
first disciples, and the earliest of her secretaries, Our 
most sacred evidence as to the personality of the man 
whose early life we have tried to reproduce is, how 
ever, to be found in the little group of letters ad- 
dressed to Catherine. There are about a 
dozen familiar, motherly notes, quite different from the 
elaborate documents she was in the habit of dispateh- 
ing, full of delicate tenderness for a 
suffering in no common degree from 
‘Confusion of mind’ is the very modern difficulty from 


him by 


soul evidently 
self-torment 


which, with her accustomed vigor and more than ac 
customed gentleness, Catherine. constantly tries to res- 
cue her disciples. 
seek 


shadowy, 


Out of the past appears 
the man we And of the imagined figure—sor 
row ful, clinging with tenacious loyalty to 
Catherine in her high, uplifted radiance—has been at 
times interpreted in terms of the spiritual quest of 
modern days, be it remembered how. strangely 
recur and problems 
the ages which, 
ward 


moods 
are reset, in that mighty spiral of 
as we trust, is carrying the race up- 

Tt will be noted that the subject 
of this biography is not especially concerned with ques- 
tions concerning the fundamental truth of Christian 
In this, he is a man of his time. For despite 
the fascinating story of medieval heresies, the middk 


dogma 


ages were really ages of faith in so far that, broadly 
speaking, they assumed Christianity as a 
lation 


divine reve 
Thirty years ago, the indifference of the hero 
to theological issues might have robbed such a hook as 
this of all interest to the few likely to care 
for it Perhaps this is less the case to-day: for the 
mid-Victorian preoccupation with questions of dogma 


readers 


in the abstract is yielding to a more intimate sense of 
the relation of dogma to life So we draw 
near, after a wide-circling journey, to the attitude of 
St. Catherine’s day, and our minds 
to her 


are brought close 
own. Perhaps our reversion to this attitude 
explains in part the instinctive modern sympathy for 
the middle ages, which began, it may be, with simple 
enthusiasm for their aspects, but. is 
deepening into a sense of spiritual fellowship.” 

We have quoted the somewhat at length as 
giving an excellent idea of the plan of the book and 


romantic surely 


above 





more than a hint of the writer's point of view in ap 


that history of the 
Papacy that saw the Avignon exile and the subsequent 


proaching stormy period in’ the 


rise of an anti-pope. We are inclined to think that 
Miss Seudder draws her shadows more darkly than 
necessary. St. Catherine and her Famigha would have 
slione bright against the sunniest back-ground. The 
book is charmingly written and some of the chapters 


rise to great strength \s FE. PL Dutton are the pub 


lishers we need hardly add that it is printed and bound 


in the best of taste. There are 3&3 pages and the price 
is $1.50. 
B. Herder of St. Louis, sends us of Iandbook of 


Ceremonies for Priests and Seminarians by John Bap- 
tist Muller S. T., price $1.00, We have no hesitation 
this the best book of its kind that has 


come to our notice; it is clear and sunple to a refresh- 


In accounting 


ing degree. We give a summary of its contents 


Part I. The Mass 
Chapter 1. The Mass in General 

Ceremonies, The Rubries, Remarks on Votive Mas- 
ses, Masses for the Dead, Mass by a Visiting Priest, 
First: Mass. 

Chapter Il. The Solemn High Mass 

The Ordinary High Mass, High Mass Coram Sani 

tissime Ewxposito. The Low Mass. Hints regarding 


the Exposition of the Dh Vissa Can 


Water 


The Solemn Requiem Mass 


ssed Sacrament, 


Blessing of and 
Chapter Tl 


tata Aspersion with Poly 


Part I], Evening Devotions 


Chapter 1, 
ttt, Benediction 


Vespers, Chapter 11, Compline, Chapter 


Part U1. Particular Devotions during the year 

Chap. 1 Blessing of the Candles, Chap oir Ash 
Wednesday and Lent: Chap. oti. Palm Sunday 
Chap. iv. Tenebrae; Chap) vo General Observations 


Maundav ‘J hits 
Holy 


Sacred 


day; Chap. vit 


for the Triduum:; Chap vi 


Good Friday Chap vit 


Saturday 


Part TV. 


and Sacramentals 


Adminiatrvation of the Foly 


Appendix: Methods of 


Sacraments 


Intonation 


THE CHURCHES 


By Mer L 


SFPARATED FROM 
Authorized 


ROME 


Duchesne translation from 


the Freneh bw Arnold Plarris Matthew Publishers 
Kegan Paul, French, Trobner & Co. Dryden House 
Gerrard St, W. London. Price, 7s. 6d 

The above excellent translation of a work, the sub 
ject of which is of keen interest ta Anglicans, ean 
net but have added weight coming as it does from 


student of 


the Abbé Duchesne, that most sympathetic 
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Anglican Tlistory and present day forees. Tlowever, 
we must hasten to add that only eleven and a half | 
pages are given to the Church of England, the bulk 


of the 
Christian 


volume treats of the Eastern Schisms and the 
Missions South of the 


Their origin and continuation makes interesting read- 


Roman Empire. 


those studying the present day problem of the 
Churehes. Any 
latter necessitates a careful ob 


ig feor 


much te be desired reunion of the 
thorough grasp of the 
servation of origins and causes and we have to thank 
Mr. Mathew for putting this present study within the 
English (Mgr. Duch 


savs in) his © *Self-government’ 


reach of readers. ‘The author 


esne) preface and 


‘separation’ are not svnonvinons terms. Althongh in 


dividvalism has sometimes hindered the preservation 


to think that 
with legitimate diversity, and 


of Christian unity, it would be a mistake 
this unity is incompatible 


local 


cannot be 


exclusive of all organized life. Eecelesiaatical 


centralization, it repeated too emphatically, 
Under the stre 


Roman Chureh, the 


is net an ideal condition ss of cireum 
Chris 
has been obliged to tighten and strengthen 
herself 


stances, the one center of 


tian unity, 


the bonds between and the Churches scontided 


to her care But in less straightened times she formed, 





as her histery abundantly proves, a different: svsten 
of relationship between herself and them. Though. 
in this volume, ET have only spoken of such autene 
mous systems as have degenerated into schism, it 


mayo be possible fer me later on, to their 
Without detriment 
upon the past 
Church 


from the 


stiidy in 


turn, these which continued to exist 


te the unity of the Church It is that 
my searcholights lash, for in) the 


of the 


no thought 


future can detach itself tradition 


But os am net old-fashioned enough to believe that the 


future of Christianity depends 


itis, 


upon the 


restoration 


of anv former state of whatever such ares 


toration might have te recommend it. Neither am | 


comservative cnough to believe that whatever fs, must 
continue te be. indefinitely St. Peter has no inten 
tien of casting anchor, ner of making his ship retrace 
her former course on the waters. Dae tn altum? UH 
With holy liberty, faithful the while to the word 
ot Christ) Netther fear nor unexplored waters will stop 
hom, ner will the protestations of Archaeologists bring 


him back to the shores whence he set) forth as the 
fisher well as the shepherd of men’ We reeom- 
nend the above words of this lover of Reunion te our 


transhiter am hits 


reader Ihe 


ture to effer at ter the 


preface says "er ven 


Brittsh public in the vernaeular 
comtorbutpon 


toward the literature with 
rate of that 
im thas ishind nearest in its con 


clergy to the ‘Mether and 


dealing 
remem oof separated Christendom, at any 
portron of at which ts 


stitution ane 


Mistress of 


Wothe Churches’ , \ wider and more ae- 
rate kKrowledge f the causes and results of the 
principle existing and the dying or already defunet 
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schisms cannot fail to prove helpful to all who are 
anxious that this Divine praver for ecclesiastical unity 
(St. John, xxii) 
heart of 
Christian, (t omnes unum Sint!” 

We strongly hope that the labor of transla- 
tion may be rewarded by the favourable recep 
tion of this work and that Mr. Mathew will, as 
he half promises, follow it with more of Mer. 


echo in- the 
honoured tithe of 


long find an 


may ere 


every one claiming the 


Duchesne’s works in English. 


CHURCH OF THE ADVENT, 
Candlemas Day, as the Feast of the Puritication is 
called celebrated after the Catholic 
fashion in the Church of the Advent (Ritualist), Bos- 
ton. The Feast, as our readers know, commemorates 
two events, the fulfilment of the Mosiae law preseribed 
for mothers, by the Blessed Virgin, and the presenta 
tion of her Divine Son, according to the same law in 

\ most artistic marble statue of the Di 
life-size of a boy of six vears 


ROSTON 


commonly was 


the Temple 


vine Child had heen 


placed on the altar of the Lady Chapel in the church 
thove named, and was blessed by the Rev. Dr. van 
Allen, immediately after the Credo. The deseription 


used by the 
exactly 
any Catholic 
upon the In 
Lord, helief in the 
Holy and due reverence to 
the Virgin Mother of God as the two great pillars of 


of the event, according to the terminology 
that very advanced congregation is 
like that of any 


Chureh 


clergy of 
similar happening in 
One of the 


carnation of 


curates preached 


Our urging Real 


Presence in. the Eucharist 


right faith in Christ as God Tnearnate. Most. cer- 
tainly such expression of right faith in the revela- 
tion on which Christianity rests is paving the way for 


The Pilot 


the reunion of Christendom 


MODERNISM 
When 1 


ered by oa 


read the Pope's enevelical, | was overpow 
We accuse the Church of 


Rome, with too much reason, of corrupting the sim- 


sense of shame 


plicity of the Gospel with accretions of human thought; 


but now we see that same Church standing firm against 


new errors, while in our own communion, the greater 


purity of which has been our confident boasting, the 


rl | 
same errors are freely nronaeated by men who speak 


Christian ministry tn Evangell- 
peoted by “Wayfarer,” in the English Chur h 


in the name of the 


can Dean, 


} 
fimtes 


The Japan Mail gives the 
rar.64y3. OF 


of Christians in 
Roman Cathe 
15,228 Presbyterian: 11,- 


number 


Japan as these 6,438 arc 


} 


ies) 14.093 Greck Orthodox : 
11.343 
Christians residing in every prefecture of the Empire 


S86) Episcopalians : Congregational There are 











